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. ADVERTISEMENT, 


"P's S Edition contains a Liſt of the late and preſ-n 
Houſe of Commons, ſhewing the Changes made it 
the Members of Parliament by the General Election 
1780. And it is further improved with the Addition 
of the Date when each City and Borough* firſt ſent Re 
pr-ſentatives to Parliament, the Right of Ele Gen in eac 
Plate, and the ſuppoſed Number of EleQors, Where the 
Right of Ele&jvn has been aſcertained by a Reſolution o 
the Houſe of Commons, the Date of that Reſolution | 
tiven. Where there is no Date to the Right of Election 
there has be-n no Reſolution of the Houſe upon it, and the 
Cuſtom, which is given, is ſtill adhered to, The ſupp»ſed 
Number of Electors follow. 


LL 


175 
barafts 
ted 
0 in 
1 tal 7 
ntlem 


EXPLANATION. 


Abingdon firſt ſent Repreſentatives to Parliament in th 
4th Vear of the Reign of Philip and Mary. The Kigh 
of Election is in the Inhabitants not receiving Alms, o 
any Charity, by a Reſolution of the Houſe of Commons 


the pn 2 January, 1708. The ſuppoſed Number of Vos or a 
ters are- HO. 8 / 
ReſpeRing the Lifts of Changes in all the great Offices, th@iliam | 
Rule laid down and purſued in this little Book, is, in each iam 
office firſt giving the Perſon or Perſons who held that De the 

partment at the Acceſſion of the «pfeſent King, and thei zo. 
the Changes, or Alterations, which have been fince made 8 
follow with their Dates. Richa 
No Pains dave been ſpared to be as accurate as poſſible : Bun Rag, 
Notice of any Errors will, at all Times be thankfully receive the x 
only { 


by the Publiſher ; together with any Hints for Improvemea 


* 


LIS T of the late and preſent Members 
; of Parliament. 


e The names in Romain ,“ The names in Roman 
ae racters are the gentlemen characters are the gentlemen 
oWetted at the General Elec- elected at the General Elec- 
Woo in 1774, and the names tion in 1780, and the names 
1 Jralic characters, are the in Jralic characters are the 
H atlemen elected afterwards, gentlemen who were candi- 


ed dates. The figures ſhew the 
. numbers who, voted for each 
perſun. 
Abington, Berks. 4 Phil. and Mary. 
th Fares 
ch OHN Mayor, eſq. K E- elected 157 
0 : Thomas Wooldridge FT os 


ola the inhabitagts. paying ſcot and lot, and not receiving 

Voor any charity. 18 Jap. 1708.—600, | 
Agmondeſham, Bucks. 28 Edw. I. 21 Ja. I. 

th@lliam Drake, eſq, © re- elected 

ac iam Drake, jun. eſq.. re elected | 

— n the inhabitants paying ſcot and lot only. x Dec. 1705. 

hei zo. 


St. Allan, Herts. 35 Edw. I. 7 Edw. VI. | 

Richard Sutton, bart, William Charles Sloper, eſq, 

| Radcliffe, eſq. re- elected 

| the mayor, * and freemen, and ſuch houſehol- 

only as pay ſeot and lot. 27 April, 1714.—loco. 
Aldborough, Suffolk. 3 Elis. 


ad Combe, eſq. P. Champion Creſpigny, eſa · 
Fonnereau, efq. died in 

779 : 

tin Fonnereau, 7. re- elected 1 


tblved by the committee not to be in the bailiffs, bur- 
and freemen, receiving alms; but in the bailiffs and 
ſes, reſident within the borough, not receiving alms. 
© 1709, To which the houſe diſagreed, In the inha- 

i paying ſcot and lot. Cm. —$0, | 
A 2 Ad- 


— A; 


gf 4 ] Xs 
: Aldbereugh, 1 Ult. Phil. and Mary. 
Abel Smith, eq. vacated in Sir Rich. Sutton, bart, mat 


1778 his electios for Sandwic 
Hen. Wn, Hanger Hon. Edw. Onflow 
C.Wilkinſon,eſq, vacat.1777 Charles Melliſh, eſq, In 
. Baker, . . ly. 


Not in the ſelect number of burtzeſſes, bolding by burgay 
tenure ; but all the inhabitants paying ſcot and lot hae ba. 


right to vote. 17 May, 1690.57. F. D. 
„ ndower, Hants. 23 Edw. I. 
Sir Jn. Griffin Griffin, K. B. re- elected In t 
Benj. Lethieullier, eſg. re-cleted 
In the t ailiff and ſelect number of burgeſſes only. 28 s 
170%, 2 April, 1689. Jr To. 
| Arg leſea. ' del * 
Lord Viſc, Bulkeley 1 re- elected 5 In tl 
leby, Veſtmoreland. 23 Edw. I. an, 1 
Phil, Hee 4 re- elected | 
George Johnſtone, eſg, - William Lowther, eig ir Hy 
IN; 8. vs his election for CarlileW In t. 
Hon, W, Pitt Marc 
Burgage tenure, 120. 
N Arundel, Suſſex. . 23 Edw. I. aof 
Thomas Brand, eſq. Sir P. Crawford, knt. it The 


G. Lew. Newnham, eſq. Thomas Fi'zherbert,eſq, 

TE Hen. Percy V indbam 
Only in the inhabitants of the ſaid borough, paying 
and lot. 22 Feb. 1693. leo. | 

| Aſpburton, Devon, 26 Edw. I. 


Charles Boone, eſq. - re · elected of | 
Robert Palk, eſq. re el. cted | 
In the freeholders having lands or tenements holdenfiul M. 
the ſaid borough only; and the freeholders of lands andWarl of ( 
nements called Halſhanger and Hallwell-lands, lying viſWord Cr; 
in the borough, and ſubjeCt to pay borough-rent, have 2 In th; 
to vote. 20 Feb. 1707.—-2CO, elluage 
Ayleſbury, Bucks, 1 Mary. 
Anthony Bacon, elq. re · elected r F. H 
0 In. Aubrey, eſq. Thomas Ord, eſq. lon, Ge 
| J. Smith , 

In all the houſeholders of the ſaid borough, not rece! 
ala : perſor:s receiving alms, purſuant to the will of W In the 
gage - 


| Bedford, dilabled from voting. 28 Jan, 1695. 7 Feb. 1 
450. | 5 


8 Zan 1 ord ſhire. 1 Mary. 
Mori North 880 of Tos ; m0 in 177, 
c | | and re. elected, as allo is 


o 

In the mayor, ee and capital burgeſſes 2 Banbury 
nly. 29 Dec. 1691.19. 

Barnſtable, Devon, 23 Edw. I. 
n Cleveland, eſq. res elected 0 
V. De vaynes, eſq. Franeis Baſſett, eſq. 
William Devaynes, 07 
In the corporation and burgeſſes.— 326. | 

Bath, Somerſetſhire. 23 Edw. I. 

ohn Smith, efg. died in 1775 Hon J. Jefferies n 
ir Jeb s Sebrigbt, bart. 
del Moyſey, eſq. 19 re- elected 
la the mayor, aldermen, and common council only. 27 
an. 1706.—30. 


Beaumaris, An gleſea. 2 
ir Hugh Williams, bart. Sir G. Warren, K. B. 4 
In the mayor and capital burgeſſes of the ſaid oy 


March, 172 5.—24. 


Bedfordſhire. 
Hof Upper Oſſory te- elected 
Wir Thomas Hampden Hon, St. Andrew St. 3 
oh Bedford Town. 23 Edw. I. 
ir W. Wake, bart. re- elected 421 
n. Whitbread, eſag. re elected 673 
© Kenrick | 30 


the burgeſſes, freemen, and inhabitants, being houſchoi- 
of Bedford, not receiving alms. 22 April, 1690.— 1000. 
Bedwin, Wilts. 23 Edw. I. 
vl Methuin, eſq. re elected 
aul of Courtown vacat. 1774 Sir Merrick Burrell, bart. 
d Cranburn 
In the freeholders and inhabitants of ancient e 
enges. a6 March 19729.——$0. p 
Berralſton, Devon. 27 Eliz. 
F. Hen, Drake, bart. Lord Algernon Percy made 
lon, Geo, Hobart. his eleſt. for Northumb. 
Lord Viſc. Fielding 
Lord Macartney 
In the freehold tenants of the ſaid borough, holding by 
'gage-tenure, and paying 3d. per annum, or more, OG 
A ur- 


H * "oe * 


borgage- rent, to the Jon of hs fn n and in tl 
uf. 6 June, 1721.—70. 


Ber iſbire. 
Chriſ. Griffith, eſq. died 1776 
W. H. Hartley, : 1 re- elected 
John Elwes, eſ a. ve: elected 
Berwick, Nertbumberland. Hen. VII. 
Hon. John Vaughan re- elected. 
J. Wilkinſon, eſq. | Sir J. Hufl, Delaval, bart, 


Stated in the report to be in the freemen of Berwick, 

March, 1695,—500. 
Beverley 22 bern. 23 Ede. 3 5 Eliz. 
. Pennyman, bart. re- elected 
Tufnel, Eſq. Evelyn Anderſon, Eſq. 
1 the W 
etod. s FF or cefger ſires ames 1, 

. Lord Weſtcote * . a» (arch 

In the bailiffand twelve capital burgeſſes, who elect othe une 
burgeſſes to vote with them. In the bailift and burgeſſe 
appointed by the chaxter 3 Jac, Primi, excluſive to all other birth e 
23 April, 1662. Not in all the inhabitants of the ſaid be 
rough, 27 May, 1679, | 

- BSiſpop's-Coftle, S ine. 17 Els. 

Henry Strachey, eſq. vacated Hengy Strachey, eſq, 

in 1778 
Alex. Wedder burne, *. cre- 

ated a pcer in 1780 = 
Wm: Clive, eſq._ re-eleted | 

Agreed to be in the bailiff and all the burgefles within 


borough. 3 Feb. 1699.—100., n bout 
Blechingley, Surry. 23 Edw. I. n Jan 

Sir Robert Clayton, bart. re- elected N 
- Frederick Standart, eſg · John Kenrick, efq. barle, 


Reſolved to be in the borough-holders, and that the baili 
| bag nothing to do with the election. 22 March, 1723-—9Fharles 
| Bodmyn, Cornwall. 23 Edw. I. 


Ceo, Hunt, eſq. re- elected | la t 

| Sir Jaques Laroche, bart. William. Maſterman, eſq, 
| Sir James Laroche id F 
In the 1 aldermen, and common council.—36. | 
i böridęe, Teriſbive. 1 Mary. ira. 
Anthony Dine. eſt... re-cleQted homa 
\ William Philips, eſq. Charles e 7 In th 


* the 6 5 | 


* 


[I Ya Edw. vi. 50 


Lord Mount 8 to * 
the Houſe of Peers in 1778 | 

Hem. Charles Stuart re-eleQed 

Hon, H. L. Luttrell re · elected 


In the freemen in the borough. —20. 
Boſton, Ea. Edw. VI. 
Lord Robert Bertie re- elected 
8 Amcotts, eſq- died in 


. Sibtborpe, eg. re · elected f f 
2 Si Chriftopher Mbicbcot 

In the commonalty, and not in the mayor, aldermen, and 
common council. 8 May, 1628.——Only in the mayor, al- 
dermen, common council, and freemen of the ſaid borough, 
reſident within the ſaid borough, and paying feot and lot. 20 
larch, 1711,——Only in the mayor, aldermen, common 
neil, and freemen of the ſaid borough, reſident in the ſaid 
borough, paying ſcot and lot, and claiming their freedom by 
birth or ſervitude. 2 March, 17 19.200. 
Brackley, Northamptonſhire. 1 Edw. VI. 

Wm. Egerton, eſq. ohn. Wm. Egerton, eſq. 
imothy Caſwall, eſq. re- elected 


20 April, 1714.—3 . 

— Suſſex. 23 Edw. 1 
homas Thornton, eſq. re- elected 
dir Henry Gough, bart. re- elected 4 
1 thi Agreed to be in the perſons inhabiting ancient houſes, or 
1 houſes built on ancient foundations, paying ſcot and lot. 


8 Jan, 10 Mar, 705. I Tp 171 Gann 20, 


barles Morgan, efq» : A 
; Brecon Tran 
arles Van, eſq. died 1778 
arles Gould, eſg. re- elected 
Ia the corporation and free burgeſſes. 
Bridgenorth, Shropſhire. 23 Faw, 1. 
rd Pigot died in 17775 f 
and in 1778 e 
Auniral Pigot was elected re- tlected 
domas Whitmore, efqs © re- elected 


in the corporation and freemen.— 900. . 


Js 


—_ 


In the mayor, aldermen, and burgeſſes of * faid borough, | 


| 1 8 1 


Bridgewater, Somerſetfhire. 23 Edw. I. 


Hon. Anne Poulett re · elected 
Benj. Allen, eſq. re- elected + 
Jebn Acland, eſq« 


Stated to be in the majority of the corporation, conſiſting 
of a mayor, aldermen, and capital Furgefles, in number 24, 
7 Dec. 1669. Agreed to be in thoſe that pay ſcot and lot, 
inhabiting in the ſaid borough, To Dec. 1692. 9 March, 
1769.— f the mayor, aldermen, and capital burgeſſes, are not 

inhabitants, though they pay ſcot and lot, yet they have no 
right to vote; 9 Mar. 1569.— The inhabitants of the eaſtern 
and weſtern diviſions of the pariſh of Bridgewater have no 
right to vote for-repreſentatives, but the right of election 4 
in the inhabitants of thit diviſion of the faid pariſh which is 


commonly called the Borough, paying ſcot and lot within the 


faid divifien, and in them only. 14 March, 1769.——3co 


_ Bridport, Dorſet. 23 Edw. I. 
Thomas Coventry, eſq. Thomas Scott, eſq. 
Hon. L. Ferd. Cary Richard Beckford, eſga- 
In the commonalty in general. 12 April, 1628. 
Agreed to be in all the inhabitants not receiving alms. 

> | 


May, 1715.— 400. 


Bri \ 45 Edw, III. 
Hen. Cruger, eſq. PIR Sir H. Lippincott, bart.251! 


Zam. Burke, eg. aft, Brickdale, eſq. 277 
| H. Cruger, eſq. 127 
| j 


F. Peach, eſq. 7 
Edmund Burke, eſq. declined 
Sir H. Lippincott died 1751 
In the freemen——5000. 
' 1 5 uckinghamppire. 
Rt. Hon. R. Earl Verney re-cleted - 
Geo.Grenville,eſq. ſucceeded | 


Earl Temple in 1779 
Hen. Thomas Grenville  _. re-eleQted 
| Buckingbam Town, 43 Hen. 
2 Grenville, jun. eſq, re- elected 
© Rich. Grenville, eſq. Rich. Ald. Neville, eſq. 


In the bailiff and twelve burgeſſcs only. 11 Nov, 19% 
13. a 4 ; 


C 


w 


cars, 
cludec 


T '9 ] 

, Cornwall. 27 Elis. 5 
William Skrine, John Morſhead, eſq» 
Joby Dyke Acland, — * dĩed 


in 1778 
Purge Stratton, eſg. R re- elected 
In the inhabitants 3 heart houſeker pers. 100 
Calne, W: 71. 23 Ed w. I. 
Rt, Hos Iſaac Barre re- electet * 
John Dunning, eſq. re- elected 


In the inhabitants of the ſaid borough, having a right of 
common, and being ſworn at Ogborn-court. 22 Dec. 1720. 
In the ancient burgeſſes of the ſaid borough only, and 
the right of returning burgeſſes is in the guild-tewards. 2 25 
Feb, 1723.— 34 


Camò rid _ 
dir Samp. Gideon, bart. t. Hon. Lord R. Manners 
dir J. Hynde Cotton, bart. 1741 


Philip Vorke, eſq. 1452 

Sir Samp. Gideon, bart. 1058 

U ee of colleges, halls, or corporations, haying 

no | Feebolis, ſaving in right thereof ; ; and parſons and vi- 

cars, having no other ſrecholds but glebe-lands, are ex» 
cluded from voting. 28 May, 1724. 


ker Town, Edw. I. 
Hon. C. Slo. Cadogan 


called to the Houſe of Peers 
Bezj. Keene, eſq. re- elected > 
* Jenyns, cſq. J. Warwood Adeane 
Chris. Potter 
1 the mayor, bailiffs, and freemen, not receiving ala; 
14 Feb, 1709.— 200. 


Cambridge Univer 1 James). 
1 * eſg- 277 


Richard Croft es, eſq. on. J. * 237 
The Marquis of Granby ſue - Lord | 206 
ceeded Duke of Rutland, 1779 — 2 77 057 · 150 
James r . 7 Pitt 141 


la the doct maſters Wi — 


* 
. See. * * K 6. 
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Camelford, Cornwall. Yaw. VI. 
— Amyand, eſq. James Macpherſon, eſe, 
rancis Herne, eſq. died 1776 | 
Sir Ralph Payne \ John Pardoe, jun. eſq. 
Stated to be in the freemen ang inhabitants paying ſcot 
and lot. 3 Aug. 1660.—19. 
5 Canterbury City. 23 Edw. I. 


Lord Newhaven | George Gipps, eſq, | 63 
Kichard Milles, eſq. Charles Robinſon, eſq. 617 
* Lord Newbaven 46 
Sir W. H. Daſbꝛussd 150 
M, Lade 25 
In the citizens and freemen. tooo. 
8 | Cardiff. | 
Sir H. Mackworth, bart. re- elected 


In the burgeſſes of Cardiff, Abera von, Cowbridge, Kenſigg, 
Llantriſſent, Lougher, Neth, and Swanſey. 2000. 


Cardiganſpire. 
re ele 
| | Cardigan. 
Sir Rob. Smyth, decided on 
petition in favour of 

Tho. Job nes, 72 John Campbell, eſa. 

In the burgeſſes atlarge of the boroughgof Cardigan, Aberyſt- 
with, Lampeter, and Atparonly. It ne the bur telle 
of Tregaron have not a right to vote. 7 May, 17 30.,—1200 


Carliſle. 3 Charles I. 

Flet. Norton, eſq. vacated in, 

4775 

Walter Stanhope, eſq. Earl of Surrey 

Ant. Storer, eſa. William Lowther, eſq. + 

| Agreed to be in the mayor, aldermen, bailiffs, and fre- 
nen, refitent or not teſident. Alſo, that the ſons of bur- 
2 after their fathers freedom, and perſons ſerving 
even years within the city, had a right to be made tree. 
$23 Feb, 1711. { 


1 Lord Liſburne 


500. ö 


ö armarthenſhire. 
| John Vaughan, eſq. re- 


Car- 


Wedd 
his ele: 


ton 

on Nh. 
b. Mat 
t. Finc 
to tan; 
(beter, 


In the 


in Cre 
muel E 
R. Sa, 


n. The 
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' 
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72 


| bs whe 
hn Adams, eſq. George Phillips, eq. 
In the burgelles of the ſaid borough. 19 March, 1727. 


» 


Carnarvonſhire. 
Ah. Smith, eſq. ohn Parry, eſq. 


| Carnarvon. 
lynn Wynn, eſq. re. elected 
In the burgeſſas of arvon, Criccieth, Pullely, Nevis 
Conway. 


Caſtle Rifng, Norf.lk. Ult. Phil. & Mary. 
Wedderburne, eſq. made 
bis election for Oakhamp- 
ton 
on2Charles Finch i 
>, Mackreth, eſq. re- elected 
t. Finch, vacated in 1777 
"Wo tand for Maidſtone 
Chetzwynd Talbot, eſgs re-cleed 
Ia the free burgeſſes.— 50. 4 


- k Cheſbire, = 

n Crewe, eſq. — re- elected 
mue! Egerton, died in 1780 

R. Sali iſbury Canes, bart. re. elected 


Cheſter City. 34 Hen. VIII. 
1. Tho, Groſvenor re- elected 
Wilbraham Bootle ' re-ele 
ated to lie in the fteemen. 2 Deg. 1690, —- 100. 


' Chicheft Her, Sufſex. 23 Edw. I, 

„ William Keppel re- elected 

Hon. Tho. Conolly Thomas Steele, eſg 
the inhabitants pay ing ſcot and lot. 500. 


Chippenbam, Wilts, Edw. le 
d. Bayntun, bart. Henry ins, eſq. 
Marſh, eſq. Giles Hudſon), eſq. 

the burgeſſes and freemen, more than twelve. Ana it 
reſolved, that-the new charter altered not the cuſtom- 


2 9 ibid. $9 


* 
£3 
0s 


1 
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7 | Chriftchurch, Hants. 13 Eliz. 4 
Mon, Th. Villiers Hyde Si — Harris, K. B. * | 
James Harris, efq.. | re- elected, died in 1734 in re 


| | Fobn Frederick, eſe. Agre 
In the 89 paying ſcot and 25 op 
* | cefler, Glouceſter ſpire, -1 6 
s Whitſhed, rk * SR, 
Blackwell, cſq. re:. elected 95 
In all the inhabitants, houſeholders. - 00. N. 3. 
ns reſolved, in this caſe, that, where there is no cuſtom « 
charter for the election, there the inhabitants (houſeholders 
ought to .cleft, 21 May, 1724 ——The inmates were ex 
cluded. 4 Nov. 1690.———-As alſo were the inhabitants 
the Abbey, the Emery, and the Spiringate-lane. $ De 
z i Fes SG. » 
4 . Clitheroe, Lancaſhire. 1 Eliz. © 


Men. Aſheton Curzon John Parker, efq ; 
Tho. Lifter, eſ — fre- elected | ; 
7 + Hon. Aſp Cu I 

Isa ſuch freeholdert only as have eſtates for life, or in fee 


Feb. 1661,—00--90, _ 
8 Cockermouth, Cumberland. 23 Edw. I. 
mis eleftion for Appleby 
Piet. Norton, eſq. made his 

election for Carliſle 4 Me 


222 Ts W. Lowther, eſq. 
b Gowland, eſq. J. Baynes Garforth, eſg. 
N 1 Elex. ; dw. I 
"LU 2 J. 
Charles Gray, eſq. 0 ; — Sir Kb. Smyth, bar 30 
If; Martin Rebow, eſſ. re- elected 50 
I 


> $3 5K + oof Alex. Fordyce 
P el 5 "ev Robert Mayne 
Agreed to be in the mayor, aldermen, common coun 
and free burteſſes, not receiving alms. 6 May, 1714----146 
N. B. The right of making foreigners (not having a rig 
of freedom] freemen, is in the mayor and free burgeſſes 
co nmon council — 5 
: | Cory le, er ire. 1 12. 
ohn Bond, eſq. __ — 
ohn Jenkinſon, eſq Henry Bankes, eſq. 
þ 4 | 


— 
— U 


1 * 


{Az in the report) to be id leſſees for years, pay- 
ing best and let; om o in ſuch perfous as had the del 
in regerfion, upon ſuch leafe for years. 6 April, 4699. 
Agrced to be in ſuch as have an eſtate of in etitance, or 2 
leaſe for years, determinable upon life or lives, paying ſcot 
wdlot. 2 March, 1699). Agreed to be in Tuch perſons 
ware ſeized in fee, in pulſeſſion or reverſion, of any 
—＋ or corporeal hereditament, within this boroug 
{in ſuch perſons as are tenants for life or lives ; and, for 
ant of ſuch freehold, in tenants for years, determinable on 
Wat life or lives, paying ſcot and lot, and in no others, £2 
Jan. 1718,——140. - | 


ir W. Lemon, bart. ele! 
J. W . 


Void election in S-pt, 170 
Election in Dec. 1780 


Edward Roe Yeo, eſq. 1298 
Lord Sheffield 
_ Sir Tho. Halifax, kt. 1170 
R Tho. Roge Rogers, 72 = 1177 
1a ſuch perſons” who have ſerved ſeven years *apprentice= 
ip within the ſaid city to one and the ſame trade, not receiv» 
s — 1 May, 1708.——But perſons receiving che fo- 
nt or bread money, Sir Thomas White's, or Sig The- 
|, u Wheatley" 5 gifts, were not then diſqualified, ——-Mem- 
n of the fullers er being freemen, not receiving 
ms or weekly charity, and freemen, who have ſerved ſeven 
apprenticeſhip in the city or ſuborbs, not receiving 
r nn t to vote. 4 March; 1711. 
In fach freemen as — erved ſeven years apprentice- 
iy to one and the ſame trade, in the city or ſuburbs, and de 
bt receive alms or om pain ſuch freemen being . 
orn and eurolled. 5 


in _ 


114 
* Cricklade, M. 2 3 Edw. I. 
Arn. Neſbit, eſq. died 1779 
Wm. Earle, 'eſq. died 1774 
obn Dewar, eſq. Paul Benfield, eſq. 
obn Macpber ſon, * | re-clefted. 
Samuel Petre, eſq. 
Agreed to be in the freeholders, copyholders, and leaſe 
Holders for three years.—10 June, 1685,—Agreed to be 
freeholders and copyholders of the borough houſes, ani 
Jeaſekolders for any term not under three years, only. 1 Ap 
1684. The committee reported, that it was agreed to þ 
in the freeholders, copyholders, and leaſeholders for not le 
_ three years. 20 Feb. 1695.——1 50, 


Cumberland. n. 
Sir J. Lowther, bart. re elected | 
Henry Fletcher, eſq. re- elected bei 
Dartmouth, Devon. 26 Edw. I. f 
Lord Viſc. Howe re- electec 9 bor 
Richard Hopkins, eſ Arthur Holdſworth, eſq. . 
An the freemen of Js borovgh, 28 Nov, 1689.—96 ffs 
Denbighſhire. be nc 
Sir W. W. Wynne, bart. re- elected 
Denbigh Town. 
Rich. Myddleton, eſq. re- elected Pe 
In the burgeſſes of Denbigh hows alias Holt and Ruthy 1 3 
00. | 
7 | Derbyſhi ev Marc 
Lord Seo, Cavendiſh Lord Rich. Cavendih d i 
| Geo, Clarke, efq. died 1774 | ele£ 
Hon. Nath. Curzot re- elected 
Derby Town, - 23 Edw. I. | 
Lord Fred. Cavendiſh Lord 8. A. H. Cavendih! 
Wenman Coke, efq. made hi: „ Di 
election for Notfolk | 0177 
N Cake, eſ · Edward Coke, eſq. ö — 
Dan. Parker Coke, ſq» Fa, 
4 


+ In the corporation, free men, and ſworn-burgetſes,—70 
; Devizes, Wilts. 23 Edw. I. 


. Garth, 14 5 elected, died in 1780 
James Sutton, e 1 65 entry Jones, eſq. | 
J Sir] 1. Long, bart, la the 


In the mayor and ſelect . of burgeſſes only, 
March, 1688. 


: K. 15 1 


died in 1776 Pg 7 - 
„. Walter, eſg. 17 . | 
bn Rolle, 7 dt f 1 re- electec l "72. 
an Parker, eſq. : re- elected. Fx 
aſd | 
| f * et ſhire. 
* 'Weorge Pitt, eſg. 4 re- elected 
10 popbry Sturt, eſq : re- elected 
1 , 
Dorcheffer, Dor 23 Edw. L. . 

i hn Damer, eſq. by 3 ps George Damer 

Im. Ewer, eq, re elected 


In the inhabitants paying to church and poor, in reſpet# 
their perſonal eſtates; and in ſuch perſons as pay to 
urch and poor, in reſpect of their real eſtates within the 
id borough, 17 and 18 May, 1720.—400, 

N. B. Part of the pariſh of Holy Trinity, (formerly Froomes 
(bitfleld pariſh) and the tiching of Collitonrow, were veted' 
be no parts of the ſaid borough. 


Dr 5 Kent, 42 Edw, III. 
s Henniker, eſq. te- elected 
hy hu Trevanian, eſq. re. elected 


In the freemen and free burgeſſes, inhabitants of Dover: 
March, 1623. The non-inhabitant freemen, as well 
the inhabitant freemen, and free burgeſſes, have voice in 
election of barons to ſerve in parliament. 12 March, 
J10,——700s * 


Dixwnten, Wits, 24 Edw. I. 
o. Duncombe, ei · 2 2 | 
in 1779 1 i q 
Dummer, eſq. died 2 of 
Philip Hales Hon, Hen. Sem. Conway 23 
75 lr, died 1779 8 4 AS | 
vert toe, eg. re-ele : | 
es 97 : A'exander Hume | 7 
hike p J. Saunders . 7 - 
n inhabitants ing ſeot and lot. 60. - 
ping B 2 Dab. 


6 6 1 


Dreitwichz Wercefterſliire. 23 _ x, | " 

a t, He 

in Foley, eſq. 8 = led t 
p - as Lord Foley, Dec : 7 
e 1 


Faw, Wianingtoo, ole. re elected 
In the burgeſſes of the corporation of Salt-ſprings of MW In 


Droitwich, 11 Nov. 160.5. 


hn C 

Dunwich, Suffelt. 23 Edw. I. ha L 

Sir G. W. Van Neck, bart, re-eleted © + 
Miles Barne, eig. vacated in ; 2 

Dec. 1777, - r Joh 

Barne Barn, eq. re- elected Len 


Is not in the ſreemen of the ſaid borough, commonly ca- 
led outfitters, as well as in the freemen inhabiting within in th 
the ſaid borough ; but only in the freemen inhabiting within} 
the ſaid borough. 8 Dec. 1691— 1 in the freemen e 
the ſaid borough, commonly called outfitters, 2s well as in 
the freemen Inhabiting in the ſaid borough. 25 Nov. 1694. 
-Was reſolved to be only in the freemen inhabiting with- 
in the ſaid borough, not receiving alms. 5 Feb. 21708.---40.Y;, th 


$ir Joha Eden, bart. re- elected 8 
Bi T. Claveriag, bart. : re elected 6 | 
Durbam © Char. II 

ohn Lampton, eſq. ws elected ; Rog 
ehn Tempeſt, eſq. re elected 

1 the corporation and freemen.— 1200. * 

0 Eoftlore, Cornwall,” 13. Elis. ; * 

Buller, eſq re- ele ed 4 


ir Cha. — vaca- E 0 . Was re 
ted in 1774 n Fore 
8 eſq» wacated in for 


17 ll. 3. 1 re- elected bydlan 
lu the mayor bare, aldermen, and freemen.49 


8 Be) 15 Ik 
T. ry, o. 
; Cha. Davers, bart, re- ele ed "PRE 
t. Hon. A. appar * EWP 
led to the e of Peers * 448 
uns | p 
Conway re: elected 1 
a 1 Lord Hervey - ,- 
n 12 burgeſſes, and 24 common councll. | 
- Eſſex County. g 
n Conyers, eſq. died 1775 
ba Luther, eſq. re- elected 
ill, Harvey, eſg. died 1779 | 
B. Bramfton, eſq. re- ue * 
Eveſham, M orceſterſl ire. 23 Edw. vIILLIddʃ. 
John Ruſhout, bart. fire. 2584 433 
Seymour, el 1 L Rouſe 379 
„ Charles Ru 357, 
In the common burgeſſes. 22 Sept. 16 e. 
Exeter, Devon. 23 Edw, VI 
R. Walter, eſq. vacated in (997% e 1 
1776 | | a 34 
97 Wha Baring, eſg. ' re-eleted' * » NA 
"WC. H. Bampfielde, bart. re- elected 11nd WO 
In the freeholders and freemen.— 5 0. 
Eye, Suffolk. 13 Elis. . 
TE eſq. re- elected 
n. St. x Arn. — Skelton, * 


1 


ln e inhabitants paying ſcot and 
- Flintſhire. 
Roger Moſtyn, bart. re- elected 


Flint Towns. 
John Glynne, bart. died 
in 1777 | 
bin Williams, eſq. re- elected | 
In the inhabitants of the boroughs of Flint, Rhydlan, | 
verton, Caerwys, and Caergurley, paying ſcot and lot 3 and 
was reſolved that the inhabitants of K nolton, and Over- 
0 Foreign, Have a right to vote in the election of à bur- 
for parliament for the ſaid town of Flint. 21 May, 1728. 
The inhabitants of the, ſeveral boroughs of Flint, 
bydlan, Caerwys, Caergurley, and Overton (including Fools 
a and Overton Foreign) renting lands or tenements 
[ ch the landlords thereof only pay ſcot and lot, have a 


B 3 niht. 


p - 7 N " W c ” 234 6 Lu . = 
TO EIT SGT ES, 1 9 3 n lf" * 1 

: 4 : * 6 by K _ þ 5 - 

4 £3 5 ** 
— - 
| 185 J- | 
N 25 » Z : 
— 


fight to vote in the EleQion of a botgetfb for the borough 
Flint. 5 April, 1737,——The r _ mes right, 4 
March, 1741.——3., 


| 2 1 Eliz, 
Philip Rafhleigh, of? | 4 13s 
Lord Shuldham * 26" — — 


In the prince's tenants, who are capable of 8 
and ſuch of the inhabitants only as pay ſcot and 1 
May, 1701,-—Prince's tenants; capable of being portreeve 
of Fowey, are ſuch tenants only as have been duly admit 
ted upon the courtralls of the manor, and have done cha 
fealty. $ March, 1976.,=by. +0 


; Gatton, Surrey. 2 Hen. na 

Sir Wa. Mayne, made hid - 

election for Canterbury 
Robert Scott, eſq. made hls 

election for Wooton-Bafſet 
Rober ne, eſg. re elected 
William Adam, eſq. Lord Newhaven 
In the inbatitants, the return made by them being adjud 
ged good, was (by the then petiuoner) inſiſted to be in th 
inhabitants not receiving alms, and in the freeholders havin 
ſuch 3 in their own occupation. 26 March, 1626 
— Was (by the then fitting member) inſiſted to be! in th 
freeholders, and inhabitants paying ſcot and lot; and be w 
adjudged duly elected. 15 Dec. 7696. 


St. Germain cel. | Elis, 
Bon, 2 ſq. 7 a 
Edward n eſq. vacated 


uin 1779 


n, bd 


888 the eee 


A's. v. rene x rn 


* „ 


tu Wen. Gui, bert. N — 238 4 
Edward Southwell, * cal - | +6] 


led to the Houſe of . 


[ 
in 1776 | —_ 
1. B. — 27 . re-eleQted, en 1 
James Dutton, wy - $23 
| — 23 Edw. I. | 
Charley Barrow, eſq, re-elected _—_ 
veW 0. Aug. Selwyn, e ok. John Webb, eſq. 1 y | 
ity In the freemen.-2000, „10. VI 4 
I Gr w. VI. | 
Sit Joſ. Vork, K. 3 Sir John Ramſden, bart. 
I. A. Neville, eſq. Thomas Locas, eſ. 


ln the mayor, recorder, and inhabitants, paying ſcot ** 


3 

Crantham, Lincolaftire. Edw.IV. 
Lord George Sutton George * 5 
zr Bro, Cuſt, created Lord | 
Brownlow, 1776 
cregrine Cuſt, efq- Francis Cockayne Eu, 4 
In the freemen of the ſaid borough, not recerving * | 


| 
darity, 12 Jan. 1710— 400. | : 


Great 
oſeph Melliſh, eſq. 1 * — 
Evelyn Anderſon, eſq. i 


2 Gr | I Edw. H. 
0. 8. SEL —_—— 
| Sir r John Irwin, K. 3. | re-cleted 


I in the inhabirants as well as burgage-holders, 

pugh is an ancient borough by preſcription. 7 _—_ 
n in the burgage-holders only, and not in the hu 
aud inhaditants. 9 Feb. 1695.——36. 


. ; | » 

Guild d, Surrey. 22 Ed I. , E 1 
Ir 8 5 R * $3.18 « 
eorge Onſlow re · elected 


. paying fat ad lt 
it in the town, 24 April, 1689.—— lt was 

at one wg had ferved ſeven years to © freeman, was | 
% 2 (reeman, 3 Feb, 1710. 


"RCP  Hampfvire. Wy 
Sir H. P. St. John, knt. Rob, Thiſtlethwaite, eſq, 
Sir Simon Stuart, bart, died | t, Ov 


in I7 . Co 
2 n. J , . re- elected f | bp 
John 3" * { re- elected J y_ 
dw. Harvey, eſq. Lied 4 
Hon. G. A. North re · elected 


In the mayor, aldermen, and capital burgeſſes, or head- 
boroughs, refident within the ſaid borough. 6 April, 1714, - 
. ' 

Haſlemere, Surrey, 27 Eliz. 

T. M. Molyneus, elg. died N | 
17 5 . 

Peter Burrell, eſq. Fir James Lowther, bart. * 

Sir Merrick Burrell, bart. Edward Norton, eſq. 

In the freeholders / refident within the bor} ugh. 

20 May, 1661, 9 Feb. 1698.—60.——By the word free- 

bolders is meant only freehulders of meſſuages, Jahds, or te- 

nements, lying within the borough and manor of Hallemere, 

whether the ſame pay rent to the lord of the ſaid bord 

and manor or not, exclufive of any lands or tenements which 
os or have been, parcel of the waſte ground of the ſaid bo- 

ough and manor, or any meſſuages or buildings which are, 

de, ſtanding thereon... 25 April, 1755. Petition N 
of Mr. glethorpe rejected, for not being ſigned by himſelf. Nh Cal 


3 and 4 March, 1713.—The like relating to —_ Fi, 
| . Ho Sy 42, Edw. III. 
= 128 108 re- elected 1 

Rt. Hon. C. Jenkidſon John Ord, eſa. emen, 

Ts in the mayor, jurats, and freemen refident, and not re- ere inh. 

* am. 30 Jan. 1698200; | ; but 5 

; t receiy 

Haver fordaoeft, Pembroke recein 

Lord Kenfington * re- elected their 

Agreed to bein the freeholders, burgeſſes, and inhabitanti b, o. 

paying ſcot and 2 and not receiving alas. 4 22 Aout 

. „7 


* 54 


yor | | 

To which the — diſagreed. - 
erefdrd ſpire * | 

omas Foley, eſq. created a | | 
Peer 1776 | Os 

George Cornewall, bart. re- elected 


B. Harley re- elected — 
Hereferd City.” 23 Edw. I. = 


bn z eſq re- elected p 
r Rich, Symonds, bart. re elected i 

la the citizens and freemen. 1200. 6 21 
12 „ ſq.” 1 | 
" Wo: Halſey, efq. re- elected 8 

Js bearing the merits of a former election, it was reſolved, 

? Witt evidence ought not to be admitted to diſqualify an electos 

n freeholder, who at the election ſwore himſelf ta be 2 
holder. 16 Jan. 1695 — Reſolution to the contrary, 
Kcerning Bedford county. 28 June, 1713. 6 
Her Towns, Edw. I. 21 Ja I. \ 

t Calves a, . — Thomas 8 286 


Fielde, eſq. William Baker, eſq,” 256 
. J. Calvert 247 
[1 not in ſuch perſons only, as are inhabitants (houſehold- 


) of the ſaid borough, not receiving alms, and in fuch- 
nen, who, at the time of their freedom granted to them, 
- Were inhabitants of the faid borough, or of the pariſhes there- 

; but in all the freemen and inhabitants being houſeholders, 

t receiving alms. 27 Jan. 1701.1 in inhabitants 
receiving alma, and in ſuch freemen only as at the time 
their being made free were inhabitants of the ſaid bo- 
gn, or the pariſhes thereof. The number of freemen 
ng out of the borough not exceediog three perſons, 5 Dec. 


705.— 
2 0 Maden, 


| 


r 


den, Torkſhires 23 Edw. I. 1 Edw. VI. 


— 


Beilby — eig · Chriſtopher Atkinſon. 118 l. vr 
Rt. Hon. Sir C. Saunders, ai William Chayter 92 r 0 
ed in 1775 5 
"Hon. L. T. Watſon © B. Thompſon 28 
1s in the e 3 April, 1746. is a» 
Wilks. 27 Hen. . it 
Wm. A. Aſhe, 3 re:. elected ry 
— Wm. Cerdon Willizm Eden, eſq. made his iat 
| + Þ.eletion for Woodftock. 
Francis Burton, eſt. Sir Ch 


Is in * burgage - holders. 50. 
— Higham F as Northamptonſhire. 2, 3, Ph. & M. 
Fred. Montagu, e re- elected 
In the mayor, 3 burgeſſes, and free men, being 
| houſholders, and not receiving alms. 28 Jan. 1702.—100. 
Hindon, Wilts. 27 Hen, VI. 


Henry Dawkins eſq. Lloyd Kenyon, eſq. 137 ahar 
Arch. n eg. | Nat, Wm. Wraxall, eſg. 1739. Sal 
Saunders | 2; Alle 
» Peach A 8 {co 


1s in the ibabltants of houſes within the ſaid vita 689.— 
being 8 and pariſhioners, not receiving nl 
\ — Devon, 28 Edw. I. 4 Edw. II. 16 Ch. I. 


Wm, \ 
Sir Geo. Yonge, bart. re- elected | 399Mho. 8 
Lawrence Cox, eſq,_ Alex. Macleod, eſq. 2 
' Lawrence Cox 221 


Is in the 8 of the ſaid borough, paying ſcot anc 
t. 3 Feb. 1710, in the inhabitants, houſekeepe gui 
commonly called pet wallers, not receiving alms. 18 Dec 
1724-450. | Suſſex, ta ourt fe 
2 W. I. 
2 Wallace, Soha Fwy 
t. Hon. Jere, Dyſon, gies 


in 1776 , Win! 
Earl of Drogbeda Viſcount Lewiſham, made big; 
election for Stafforaſhire Mtilip! 
yy Geo, Oſboxne 1 N 
1s In. all ſach. perſons as have an eſtate of inheritance, 


for life, in burgage houſes, or burgage lands, lying withi 


the laid borough. 16 June, 1715.— 0. 


Hunting 


4 


1 231 


Ka Huntingdonſbire, $2 $4 
"Mr. v. Hinchinbroke © No elected 
* of Ludlow re elected 
\ H . 23 Ed w. I. 


& Geo. Wombwell, bart. re- elected, died in 171 a 
Hon, Mr. W. A. Montagu Sir Hugh Palliſer 


died in 1775 | N D $8 
rd Milſpfave re- elected _—_ 
In theſteemen and inhabitants..——200, 


8 


Hyerbe, Kent, 42 Edw. III. 
Sir Cha, Farnaby, bart. re-eleed 62 
m. Evelyn, efq. re- elected 617 
— Stevenſon, efq- 44 
ieb. James, eſq» 42 


Is in the mayor, jurats, common- council, and freemen. 
7 Jan, 1710,——50. ad a 
Iveic beſter, N 23 Faw. I. + 
haniel Webb, eſq. Peregrine” Cuſt, eſq. 
9. Saluſb. Brereton, eſq. Sam. Smith, jun, eſa. 
Alledged to be in the inhabitants of the ſaid town, pay- 
vg ſcot and lot, which the town called potwallers, 7 May, 
689. —Agreed to be in the bailiff, capital burgeſſes, and 
nhabitants not receiving alms. 28 Jan. 1702. 100. 
Ipfwich, Suffolk. 23 Edw. I. | 
Wm, Wolga, cg. oe Wm. Wollaſton, eſq. 347 
ho. Staunton, eſq. Tho, NY elq. 347 


. 


Is in the bailiff, paremeny 5 and 8 not 

ring alms. 3 Feb. 1710.— 600. -A reſolution paſſed 
bat portmen are an eſſential conſtituent part of the great 
ourt for making freemen of the ſaid borough, without ſome 
{ which portmen being preſent, the ſaid court cannot be 
d. 31 March, 1714- 

; St. Toes, Cornwall. 5 Mary 1 8 

am Drummond, eſq. died N | 4 
in 1779 3 
lip Dehan, eſd. Abel Smith 


— William Praed, eſq. | 
k in the bitants, „ prin ſcot and lot. 8 Dec, 1700. 
* I 


7 = 


_— — ͤ 


| 


ö 


* 23 dw. J. 
< 8 0 


f re- e 
eee 
- — Yorkfbire. 2 Ws III. 

t. Hon. 12 pn — 
„Hartley, eſa · Wa. Wilberforce, eſq. 11 112 


David Harricy, y. | 
in the burgeſes and — * 77 $5. 7. H 
1 ef * 27% 1. c 


died i 55 1775 
E. — 
Hon. Rob. Bert Walfing- 


—— to be in the burgage-bolders. 17 May, 1 
nen ba U | 


Vile. — 


Lord 3 became Earl * 
of Derby in 1776 320 
T. Srenleys + re. elected 


Sir —— bart. re · elected 
B. Edw. I, Edw. VI. 
Sir Geo. wag, K: Wilſon Braddyll, efq. 
Lord Rich. Cavend Abraham Rawlinſen, eſq. 
In the freemen — inhabitants 1000. 


Cornwall.” 23 Edw. I. 


Re. Hon. Hum. ws More Lord Cranburn, ſucceeded ! Thi 
, father as Eatl of $ dt homa 
e * in 1 780 | 
Hen, C. G. Perceval In th 
Tho. Bowlby, efq. 


In the mayo, aldermen, * freemen, bein inhabitan May, 

at the time they. were made free, and not receiving | | 

the pariſh. 17 March, 1723.——The aldermen to heel 

e out of the] legal freemen. 2 7 7. 
Leiceſter 


Non. T. Noel, A Peer, 1774 


Ch a Filme bt. | ee * | 


** 
a H 
4 


ws. 3 " & * 


6 Town. 
John Darker, cid, : te- elected | 

Agreed to be in the freemen, not receiving alms, and 
in the inhabitants paying ſcot and lot. Buc perſons living in 
the borough by ficate, not having gained à ſettlement, 
by renting 101. per annum, or ſerving in an annual 
ze not entitled (by paying ſcot and lot) to vote. 8 Fed. 
505. — 1100. * N | „ 


L 


' 
' 


[2 Leominſter, Herefordſbire. 23 Edw. J. 
| Vile, Bateman \ - re elected 357 
T. Hill, eſg. died 1776 | 
F. — Jon 1 a R. p. Knight, eſq. 345 | 
Thomas Mitton 4 
Granted to be ls Go kai apical burgeſſes, and inha- 
bitants aying - 16 Apri 172 5.400, 
. Cornwall. * Rave. . 
ward Gibbon, eſq. Hon. A. Tollemache 
kamuel Salt, eſq. | lected | 


re- e 
In the corporation, and ſworn free - burgeſſes.— 1000. 
ithiel, Cormuall. 33 Edw.1. 4 Edw. II. 
darles r eſq.vacat. 1776 


homas Potter, eſi· Tho. De Grey, jun. eſq. 
Fairford Hon. John St. ohn, made 
bis election for Newport 


| George Johnſtone, eſq. 

Ii in the mayor, and fix capital burgeſſes, together with the 
nteen affiſftants annually choſen, and who had a right to 

at the preceding election of a mayor. 20 Dec. 1709. 


Lewes, Suffex. 23 Edw. I. 


- Thomas Miller, bart. Hon, Henry Pelham, eſg. gg 
"WW homas Hay, eſq. ; Thomas Kempe, eſq. 8. — 
Thoma: Hay, eſ · ö 


. 6 
| - the inhabitants, being houſholders, paying ſcot and 2 | 
n, 1735.— 00s 1 | 
tan Jo 1733 IL ime Neri » Dorſet. 23 Edw. 1. 
r e ied 2777 Henry Harford, ech. 
"pon. Henry Fane Lionel Darell, jun. eſq, 
'Tancis Fane, eſy. | Hon. Henry Fane 
; | D. R. Michel, eſq. 0 
1 A double return, - 
Infifted to be in the mayor, burgeſſes and free holders. 21 
way 1689.——Alledged to be in the mayor, capital bur- 
elles and freemen, 28 _ 1727— 50. A 
| : | ie - 


[ 


R. Vyner, jun. 


. * 


In the citizens and freemen.— 1100. 
Litchfield, Staffordſhire. 


Geo. Anſon, eſq. 
Thomas Gilbert, eſq. 


incolnfbire. 
Lord Brownlow Bertie, ſv 
' ceeded Duke of Ancafter 
Ch. And. Pelham, eſq. 
Sir Fobn Thorold, bart. 


| Lincoln Cuy. 
ern | gh 


0 5 | 0 
re-elefted * 
re · elected * 

9 Hen. III. | meg 
ir Tho. Clargtes, bart. 6:0 4 
re-eleed 61 14 
Lord Lumley 1. N 
T. Scroope, eſf᷑ · n 


* E * 


re- ele 
re · elected 


15 in the bailiff, magiftrares, frecholder of 408. a year, an . 


John Sawbridge, eſq. 


Frederick Bull, eſq. 
Richard Oliver, eſq. 


George Hayley, eſq. 


- all that hold by burgage-tenyre ; and ſuch freemen as are ii 
rolled and pay ſcot and lot; and alf6 fuch freemen only 
the taylor's company as are inrolled in the new book of ec 
ſtitutions (and not the old book) have a tight to vote. 
May, 1701. —Reſolved to be in the bailiffs, magiſtrite 
free holdets of 40s. per annum, and all that hold by burgag 
tenure; and in ſuch freemen only as are intolled, payi: 


- Admitted to be in the may 
ceiving alms. 5 e. 17 


or, bailiffs, and fretemen not 


75 a 
don. Hen. III. f 
J. Kirkman, eſq. died before! Ayl, 


ſcot and lot there, 10 Dec, 1718, 669, es, a 
Liverpool, Lancaſpire. 23 Edw. I. th 

Sir Wm. Meredith, bart. Henry Rawlinſon, eſq, /. 

Rd. Pennant, eſq. | Bamb.Gaſcoyne, jun.eſq 50 bo 


Richard Perinant, eſg- 4 


the feturn 
re · elected 
Nath, Newnham, efq. b. 7701 
re- elected 


George Hayley ob 

J. Kirkman, died before th" vtry 
return in ſu, 

Fred. Bull nion 

Nath. Newnham zo ring th 
. Satubri 19% n cla 
ich. Clarks 1706 with 

J. Sawbridge, eſq. elected 5 


Nov. 1780, vice f. Kirkn 


In the livery, Ad of 1765. 7000. 


— 


| 27 *,-« 
Ludlow, 1 3 IV. 


ad twenty-five. 26 Feb. 1661,——00,—— It was re- 
ved, I's the ſons of burgeſles of Ludiow, and thoſe that 
ed 


2 
1 


burgeſs, ought to demand the fame by petition, ſigned by 


he petitioner, according to the bye-law in 1663, and not 
| EIT abt wy _ 
| 7 e. 23 W. .* 
ord Mats EP re- elected FE 
rd George Gordon Geo. Aug. Selwyn, eſg, - 
u in the freehglders or leaſcholders of the ſaid borgugh 
terminable upon life or lives. 17 Jap. 705679. 
2 Lywingian, Hants. 47 Elis. ; 
un Coodrick, ſq Flarty, Burrard, efq» - 
ward Morant, eſq. Thomas Dummer, eſq. 
Reſolved to be a corporation by preſcription, and that thg 
ayor and burgeſſes only have a right to elect members for 
Wrliament. 29 Dec. 1691,——l1s not in the mayor, bur- 
ſes, and commonalty, paying ſcot and lot, hut only in the 
yor and burgeſſes, excluſive of the commonalty, paying 
pt and lot. 18 Feb. 1695. Is not in the mayor, bur- 


Malden, Eſjex. 2 Edw. III. 
Rd. Sav. Naſſau, dead Eliab Harvey, eſg. 
„ eſq. re- elected 

in ſuch freemen as do not receive alms, and are entitled 
edom by birth, marriage or ſervitude; and that perſons 
"ing their right of freedom from honorary freemen, and 
ons claiming their freedom by purchaſe, and exercifing 

n within the borough, - bave ao. right to, vote, 20 May, 


» > | 
* Ca 32 Malm- 


>. 


— 


ud CU e 
xd Viſcount Villiers Fred, Cornwall, lg. WAS 
le in the refiant common hurgeſſes, as well as the twelve 


aughters of burgeſſes, have a right to be made 
rzefſes 3 and that every perſon, having # right to be made 


ſes? and inhabitants, not receiving alms; but io the mayor 


borzeſſes only. 11 Jan. 1710. —80. 
t Maoidfone, Kent, Edw. VI. 2 EU is. " 
Hor. Mann . re · elected „ gs 
id Guernſey became Earl Clement Taylor ET 
Aylesford in 1777 | 
cba. Finch © Hon. Cha. Finch 362 
greed to be in the freemen not receiving alms or charity. 
b. 1701, 8 Dec. 1902. ———709. * 


— 


$4 "A 


William Strahan, eſq. Vide. Lewiſham, made his! 
Hon. Charles James Fox election for ede hi 
2 _ Calvert, jun, eſq. Cle, 
ſc. Fairferd el 
Agteed to be in the aldermen and twelve capital burgeſſe 
53 Dec. 11 Joby 
5 Yerkſbi re. 23 Edw. I. 16 Car. 
Edmund Burlce, eſq. — | 

election for Briſtol In 

- Wm. Weddel, eſg. res elected 
Savile F inch, 4.4. re- elected, vacated in 180 hn 
Edmund Burke, . "ny 
Ins the burgage boldere 1 oo. ohn 

Marlborough, Wilts: 23 Edw. 1. : 
Hon. James Brudene ll Earl of Courto wn an. 
Sir J. Tylney Long, bart. William Woodley, eſq. ' Ic. 


4s in the mayor and burgeſſes only. 13 May, 177 1.—21. 


Aar lab, Bucks. 28 Edw. I. 21 Ja. I. 

Wm. Clayton, eſq, re- elected Is « 

© Sir J. B. Warren re- elected or 
{ Paul. Benfield, eſq- 

Is in the inhabitants only, who pay ſcot and lot. 21Ne 


1690.—216. N. Fo 

St. Maw's, Cornwall. 5 Eliz. cate, 
Lord Nugent re- elected lbs. P 
Hugh Boſcawen, eſq. , re- elected 6. For 


la the mayor and reſident burgeſſes.—31. 
St. MichaePs, Cornwall. 7 Edw. VI. 
james Scawen, eſq, made his 
election for Surry g 4 vaftab! 
T. Howard, eſq. ſucceeded 
Earl of Suffolk in 1779 oba M 
Francis Hale, e | re- elected 
Jobn Stephenſon, eſq- Hon. Wm. Hanger. 
In the portreeve, and lords of the manor who are cap 
— of being portreeves, and the inhabitants of the ſaid bot 
paying ſcot and lot: 20 March, 1700.26, 
4 Merianeth 
John Pugh Price, eſq, died 
in 1 774 \ | lefted | 
9 d Vaughan, re - elected 


"T W. J 


Midhurft, Suſſex. 4 Edge. It. 
ni Sir * 0 | 
r his election for Cardiff: - 


Cle. Tudway, eſq. made his / 

— for Wells ” Hoo. Joh St. Job * 
Ven. H. S. Comway 9 . n . » „ m 
Jabs Ora, 72 his — for Newport 

Sir Sampſon Gideon 
| Henry Drummond, eſy. 
In the burgage holders. 100. | 
y Middleſex. 
30M john Glya, eſq. died in 2779 | 
bemas Woed, efq+ George Byng, eſq. 
ahn Wilkes, = re- elected | 


Hon, T. Luttrell H. Medlycott, »eſq, 62 


. Wolſeley, eſqꝗ · 2 N 722 eſq. 55 


E 2 Hunter i E 
Is only in the capital bailiffs and their deputies, in the 
ommonalty, ſtewards, and the inhabitants paying ſcot and 


| 8 Dec. 22 . F 
Ne ö inebead, Samer ſetfpire. 1 Eliz. 
H. Fow. Luttrell, eſq · Va- 4 
cated in 1774 | 
bs. Pewnall, eſq. Fran, Fow. Luttrell, eſq. 
8. Fow. Luttrell, 8. re- elected | 
l inthe pariſhioners of Minehead and Dunſter, being houſe» 
epers in the borough of Minehead, and not receiving alms. 
Feb. 177.160. The precept to be directed to the t 
oaſtables, and they to make the return, 13 June, 171). 


Milboeurn Port, IF 26 Edw, I. 


þo 


Monmouthſhire. 
ohn Morgan, eſq. re- ele cted 


John Hanbury, eſq - - re- elected 
Monmouth Totun. Hen, VII. 
ohn Stepney, bart. res elected 


h not belong to the burgeſſes and inhabitants of Mon- 

auth only, but the inhabitants of the borough of Newport 
| Aſke have a right to vote. 26 Nov. 1680. — 80. 

Moni g ire. | . 

dv. Kynaſton, eſq · died 1772 . Moft. Owen, eig. 700 

athin Williams, 4 · Watk. Williams, - 644 

i * 


* 


% 


I 


y Towns 


Mhit ſhed Keene, N . | — | 


Is in the burgeſſes of the ſaid town only. 80. \ Wat. 
Morpeth, Northumberland. 1 Mary. Robe 
Peter Delme, Id. re- elected ö In 
Hon. Wm. Byron, died 3776 
E. Elliot, eſy. . 1777 Sir J. 
J. W. Egerton, e Shoe Storer, eſq. cat 
Is 1 in the 12 and free burgeſſes of the ſaid bo Ed. 
rough, 9 March, 1695.-——200. rec 
Newerk, Nottingham. 24 Car. II. cat 


Sir Henry Clinton 5 re- elected g . (borl, 
George , eſq. - ; Lord George Sutton 

Robert F orfter 3 UCL 

Id in the mayor, Aenne and inhabitants within 8 | 

borough,' who pay, or ought to pay, ſcot and lot. 11 Ju Ec 


1699.——$00. Weng 
 Newcaftle-under-Line, 8 27 Edw. III. 177 
Lord Viſcount Chewton + — h. Macdonald, eig. j 
Sir John Wrotteſley, bart. * 
died 1778 a | n 
Viſc. Trentham | re elected 


(Before the charter) in the may or, bailiffs,- and cc 
council ; ; and it was reſolved, that the late alternden al 
tered not the former cuſtom. 9 April, 1624.— Agreed t 
be in the mayor, burgeſſes, and freemen, refident within 


. borough. 27 Feb. 1 5 Ea , 
13 w. I. 


Necocaſ le- Nor: 
Sir W. e hed 1777 


Sir M. W. Ridley, bart. 
a — Trevelyan, bart. - 
7. Thema: Delaval 


: In the corpmrtivn and free 42 2 
Rt. Shin Hum. —— 2015 
his election for Launceſton 
Kick, F _ 99" | Viſc. Maitland 
ich. Bull, Jason Cogbill, — 
TO —— with inhabitants paying ſcot and lot 
* -Newper, Hants. oy 05 


* s b Se. ob \ 
— and ax barges 5 bn 926 In th 


Newt 


4 


Iz?) 


— Lancofbire. x Elige 1 bo # 
\ Want. James Keck, egg. Thomas Peter Leich, eſd . 


Robert Atherton, eſq, © © Thomas Daveapert, 7 ; 
In the — — IN 
Werten, Hants, ny es | ow, gon 
Sir In. Barrington, bart. va- . L. nin 
cated, 1775 . 
Ed. Meux Wor tre. electec ne 
Harcourt Powell, th. wa * 1 $4.4 44468] 
cated 177 


le Ambler, . 7 J Barrington, 


I 
2 In the mayor — burgeſſes of the ſaid borou . vx bow 
1 lands within the ſaid borough, 22 An 1729.—12. 
th Nor 
us Edw. Aftley, bart. re-eleQed - y 
Wenman Coke, eſq. died in | | 


1776 6 2s: 
The, Vm. Cale, re- elected 2Y 
rarer kg "TH 26 Edw. I. 56 eL 1 
Laſcelles, eſq, re elected, vacated in . 
Edwin D 
ne. Pierſe, eſq. re-cleted 3 
In the burgage-holders,——-10, * bs 


© _ Northamptonſtive. 
Knightley, eſq. re- elected 
Powys, eſq.. 1 re· elected 


Nerthampten Town. „„ l. 
„. Robinſon, bart. Vite. Althorpfe 

Jon. W. Tollemachs 1 George Rodney, eſq. 
100 In the inhabitants houſholders, and no: dei 
ms; and the ſharing: in the eheritable gift diſtriboted 
briſtmas, is a taking of alms. 26 April, One 


: 


. 
Jar 


bo 
wi 


- 


— 


— —— —_ — —u— — Ä ²˙ m Ü. ²˙?xLCÄÜ?̃ UT 
— — — - — — 


—— ſ— — 


* 


in the books, and do not receive Aim. 32 March, 1701 


6-186 Nottingbamftire. Rog 
The * of Lincoln died ia Lard 

177 
Hon. T. Willoughby a peer, 

1774 brate 
Lord Edw. Bentinch re-eleQed 8 
Cha. Meadows, «ſq. xevelefted 7 Þ 

3 Nertingham, Town 0 Fran: 
Hon. Wm. Howe f 10 
Sir C. Sedley, bt. died 1778 Robert Smith, eſq. 57 
Abel Smith, eſq. died 1779 Dan, Parker Coke, eſg. 34 
Robert Smith, e J. J. Cartwright, ese · 180 Hug! 


Agreed to in the mayor, freemen, and freehglders « 
403. per annum. It was alſo agreed, that the eldeſt fon 
of freemen by their birth, the youngeſt ſons of ſreemen 


who mA ſerved ſeyen years wt Og rg whether in Not In 
r or elſewhere ; and alfo fuch perſons as ſerved ap of Pe 
— to any freemen of Nottingham, were N en. 
titled to demand their freedom. 10 June, 1701,———-18 870 
Oatbampten. 21 Edw. I. 7 Edw, II. 16 Car. I. Wa 
Rich, Vernon. efq, re- elected - 


Alex. Wedderburne, eſq. va- 
cated in 1798, now Lord 
Loughborough 

Humphry n oof 


1710.00. 


Lord Vite. hr ns — e, Ar 


Hon. R. — —» 4 re- elected 
In the mayor, portmen, capital 


S to Fod. 166g. 9 


Fo 
Re. Hon. Lord C. Spencer re- elected gr Al 


Re. Hen. LordViſcountWen- 272 
* '—_ -  #-eleQed x Gy 


”_ if the pr 
and 3 ceivin 
an. 1708, 0 paying 


"—"W 7 
REY 


* 1 Bertie re- elected 
Lard Robert Spencer res elected 


Berj. Bond Hopi tfq. - 
Is ſtated to be in the mayor, 15 more, called the 7 b 
rates, and common councils making in nn 


n Jac. . TIED | 
| 0 oford . ames K=' ; 4 2 7 
fir R. Newdigate, bart. Sir \ m. Dolven, bart. 
Francis Page, eſq. re- elected — a 
In the doctors and aQual maſter:. 450 · 
$7 y 
Pembrokeſhire. Oy 
% Owen, e.. eee 
0 N Nn Town 0 * 6.43" SM 
en Hogh Owen, eſg. da wot 
ien Lord Milford * 
lot In the mayor, une and burgeſſes of the ſeveral TC. 
2p of r Tenby, and Whiſton, 23 Feb. W 
Penryn, Cornwall. / Edw. VI. ' 
.d. Oſborne, bart. Sir F. Baſſet, bart. 118 
Wm, Chaytor, efq. | 5 Rogers, eſq» | 101 
| Chaytor | 82 


P. W:intworth + 444 | 
In the mayor, portreeve, aldermen, and inhabitants pay= | 


ing (cot and lot.— 140. a 
fe . e City. 1 Ede. vi. K v4 
Mat. Wyldbore, eſg. James Phipps, ohh 
gal Nich. Benyon, ea. re- elected 


Agreed to be in the inhabitants paying ſcot and lot. 16 
June, 1701,—The execution and return of the precept was 
reſolved to be in the bailiff appointed by the dean and 
chapter. 9 April 1928; ——The right of elefting burgeſſes 
to parliament was reſolved to be in the inhabitants within 
the precincts of the minſter there, being houſholders not re- 
ceiving alms; and in the other inhabitants within the city, Þ 
paying ſcot and lot. 14 May, 1928.——-400. : . : 

Petersfield, Hants. 25 Edw. I. 
Wm. Jolliffe, eſg. © © re-elected > 
Sir Abra. Hume, bart. Samuel Jalliffe, efq,” + * * 

Is in the freeholders of lands, or ancient —— 
f or ſhambles, or dwelling-hou ſes or ſhambles built upon _ 

£ 


* 


A rs 
eat foundations, pithis the Ty herwugh- 9 May, 2727 
; 8 23 Nx. I. 


cated 177g 


ohn Durand, e 
25 R. rr naw | 

Ld. Milford, vacated 1779 Viſcount Cranburn, ſucceedet 

| . his father as Earl of Salic. WW 
bury in 1780 
1 Hon. 3 Stuart 

William Fullarton, 757. Sir Ra ph Payne 

In the mayor, bailiff, and freemen, and in the ſons o 
freemen, who have a right to demand their freedom. 40 
Jan. 1702,200. 7 k 


* * Plymouth, Devonſbire. 26 Edw. I. 20 Hen. VI, 
Viſc. Barrington, vacated in 5 


1778 | l | 
Lord 2 © #5 Sir F. L. Rogers, bart. 162 
Sir Cha. Hardy, died 1780 George Darby _ 
» Culme 7 


; 452 ir G. B. Rodney 21 

In the mayor and commonalty. 9 June, 1660,500. 
Reſolved, that the word commona/ty above mentioned, ex- 
tends anly to the freemen of the ſaid borough. 17 Jan. 1739. 


Pontefract, Tori ſpire. 23, 26 Edw. I. Ja. I. 
Sir J. Goodricke, bart. "Viſc. Galway 
Charles Melliſb, eſq. -, Wrm. Nedham, efq. 
 Ought to be by the inhabitants (houſholders) ent there, 
23 May, 1624.—ls in the perſons having, within the ſaid 
borough, a freehold of burgage tenure, paying a burgage rest. 
6. Feb. 1770.—1 50. 2 * 


Poole, Dor ſbire. 6 Ed w. III. 1 Hen. VI. 
Sir Eyre Coote, 45 B. — ſeph Gildone, eſq- 
Joſhua Mauger, eſq. _ William Morton Pitt, efq, 
a | OMA Manger - 


In the out-burgeſſes as well as in · burgeſſes. 15 June, 1664+ 
100. - Reſolved by the committee to be in the mayor, bur- 
goſles — r who pay ſcot and lot. 9 Feb- 1688. 
To W the e di t . 

Dre which the houſe diſagree, 3 


. 
Portſmouth, Hain, 24 Edw. I. 
Ar Ea wurd Hawke, K. B. : 
created a Peer in 1776 
1 Sackling, eſq» died s ' 
177 
Hen. R. Monchton a re- elected 31 
ter Taylor, eſq died 1777 
ir Wa. Gordon, K. B. / re elected "2 + 
In the mayor, aldermen and burgeſſes. 24 Jan. 1695, 
Preſton, Lancaſbire. 23 Edw, I. Ed w. VI. 


of Wir H. Hosh ton, bart. re elected 437 
an Burgoyne, eſq. re-elected der 
— 2035 


h in all the inhabitants. 18 Dec. 1661,-6v0, 
It was determined that the words, all the inhabitants, did not 
iean only the in-burgeſes of the laſt guild, or thoſe admitted 
(ce by copy of cdurt-roll, as are inhabitants of the ſaid place, 


62 Wat ll the Inhabitants at large. 29 Nov. 1770. 
23 n 
veenſborough, Kent. 13 Elis. 

Ne. — K. B. - re-elected 

Wr W. Rawlinſon, kt. re- elected 
x- I 1» the mayor, jarats and bailiffy onty. 17 April, 1223. 
Lo 5 | 

Radnor ſhire, 
omas Johnes, eſq. re-elected 


New Radmr. 
110 John Lewis, efq. | 
at, A double returns 


la the burgeſſes of Radnor, Rydder, 


ton, Knack- 
and Kevenlice only. 12 Nov. 1 x 


317 
Vo 


ln the freemen and inhabitants, ſuch freemen not * 
alma, and ſuch inhabitants paying ſcut and lot. 2 Dec. 
08.— = in the inhabitants only, paying (cot and lat. 
May, 1716, 560, 

Eft 


a. , 


— 


. : 5 4 * Q =» - 8 
„ Se - 7G * X 7 0 
. - — 
- _ = — , 
3 7 _— 
c s A nd by 


8 <_ Nottinghamftire. 9 Edw. II. 
Six Cecil Wray, bart. Wharton Amcotts, eſg. 
Lord T. P. Clinton, made his | 4 Ga: 
© election for Weſtminſter 
Hon, * Hanger, wacate*” © 4 22 
177 . n 
TLerd J. P. che © re-elected © 
Tbe younger ſons of freemen have not a right to den 
their freedom of the ſaid borough, * 17 March, 1701 
In the. burgeſſes, refident and non-refident, 15 April, 170 
——Perſons not inhabiting in the ſaid borough, are incl; 
ble of beihg made free by redemption ; and the ſons of fre 
men have a right of freedom. 28 Nov. 1702-1 in { 
freemen only as have a right to their freedom by birth, 
"eldeſt ſons of freemen, or by ſerving ſeven years apprenti 
- thip, or have it by redemption, whether inhabiting or 
F Inhabiting in the borough at the time of their being n 
free. 17 Jan. 4705.——Reſolved to be in ſuch freen 
- "only as have a right to their freedom by birth, as eldeſt ( 
of freemen, or by ſerving ſeven years apprenticeſhip, or h 
it 8 inhabiting in the ſaid borough at the ti 
of being made free, 11 Jan. 1710150. 


WACO | Richmond br ire. 19 E 
Sit Lawrence Dundas, ban. — * 
made his election for Edin- 
burgh 


Williani Norton, ofy. 
Thomas Dundas, efſq. made 
= election for Stirling- 


re 
Ebarles Dundas, eſg. Marquis of Graham 

In ſuch perſons only as are owners of ancient burgigze 

the ſaid borough, having a right of paſture in a com 


ELS | R e. 23 Edw. I. | 
Wm. Aiflabie, Son r re-elected » n. H. 
Charles Allanſon, eſq. died 1776 

8 * OS ik 
William Lawrence, eſq. Hon, Frederick Robinſa 

Ia the Inhabitants. 200. Ia 


= * 
kh 


42 J 


Rechefter, Kent. > " 
Finch * elq. — 
rt G e - * ected , 
e VNV. Smith 48 
In the citizens. 800. N u 


New Romney, Kent. 42 Bdw, III. 

Edward Dering, bart. re- elected 

ichard Jackſon, eſq. re- elected 
in the mayor, 5 jurats, and 26 freemen.— 34 · 

Rutland ſpire. 
nas Noel, eſgq. rte: elected 
wrge B. Brudenell, eſq. re-elected 
6 R De, Selbe, 42 Edw. III. 

L Hg cared | 62 


. 


Fuller, oo died 1777 
Diem Dickenſon; eſq- re-eleQted 


kin the mayor, jurats and ſreemen, inhabiting in the faid - 

it, and paying ſcot and lot. 19 Dec. 1702.— loo. | 
Ryegate, Surrey Surrey. ' 24 Edw. I. . 

„John Yor re-elected 

Charles Cocks re- elected 

lathe free holders. 200. 


Sales r bergen 
el Hill, eſq. ". re-elected 
N ts eſq. Richard Hill, efq— 


G 8 t 2 
r Grey 
t77% _ 


roy eg. Charles Jenkinſon, eſt 

x *. Kir wad James, 1 
Jen Buller, jus. 

the TELE fix aldermen, and twenty frechel- 


— 124 
m. 1 ip Stephens 1 7 
Fe * Sir Rich; — 72. 
7 Brett, or C. Brett | 30 


11 


receive ume. —7oo. 


D | 1 | 
- 
* - 
* 


New Sarum, L 1 23 Ew. I. 


Viſcount Folkeſtone, Earl of * 
Radnor in 1776. ot . 
A. . Bouwvere res elected ah 
Wm. Huſſey, eſg + re- elected Da) 
Is in the-ſele& number, i. 6. the mayor and corporation, 
conliſting of 56 perſons, 1 April, 1689. $0 | 
Old Sarum, Wilts. 23 Edw. I. 
Thomas Pitt, efq, re- elected i 
Pink. Wilkinſon, eſq. re- elected Fw 
In the freeholders, being-burgage-holders of the ſaid bo- 
rough. 14 Nov. 1638. ——7, - Re. 1 
. Scarborowgh, Yorkſhire. 23 Edw. . 17 
Sir Hugh Palliſer, rt, va- 137 
cated in 1779 5 : ohn 
Hon. Charles Phipps, . ied 
Earl of Tyrconn re- elected 1 
Seaford, Sufſexs 42 Edw. III. Refol 
LirdViſc. Ge © Jobn Durand, cfg. fac 
George Medley, eſg. bn Robinſon, ef. 241, 14 
Ss Melefwedth " return 
e Medley | 
A Lobinſon inde his ths . 
* tion for Harwieh Vat. þ 
2 C. — elect. in his room 


To not only in the bailiffe, jurors, and freemen, but in] x4 , 

the popularity alſo, — ON a 
2 Sba i”. 2 o . 

Hon. Wm. reds por Sir G. — bart 

George Rous, 'eſq. 0 — — 292 #» 


mtirop Mortimer, %. 
ap Gee. . Gather : 4 
net ontyin the mayor und burgeſſes, but in — inhab- ich.) 


rants paying ſeot and lot. 29 Feb. ＋ ug 
Shoreham, Suffex. 
Sir John Shelley, bart. Sir ecil + bart, 


Charles Goring, eq. ohn Peachey, e 
All the freeholders of 4 . anon in the rape tr hun 

of Bram ber, in which Shöreham is ſituated, have a right 
w vote. _ of 1771. S _ 

. brew) * hb ire. 2 1, 
. 
oba Corbet, eſſ * Sir bart, 
| Ch P — * re- elected. 


t 1 by 


* 


In the — 3 in the ſaid bornaghs ot in.the 


22 


&burbs thereof, paying ſcar and lot, and not receiving 
or charity. 20 Dec. 1909. 9 April, 1723.— 18 in 
mayor, aldermen, and _ ſſes. 27 May, 1714.— 50. 


| N. B. Several pariſhes and villages were voted to be 
„„ part of the ancient b borgugh or ſuburbs, 9 April, n. 
| Som etſbire. 
Rich, Hip. Coxe, efq. 7 Mee dee 
Edward Philips, eſg. Sir John Trevelyan, * 
0 Southampton Town, 23 Edw. I. TROY 
Rt. NG Hans Stanley, died | 
1780 | | 
Un Fuller, eſq. + re elected 264 
ohn Fleming, elq> Hans Sloane, eſq . 249% 
Jeba Flemi 237 


In the bu eſſes and inhabitants. 31 Dec» 14 
Reſolved, — the out - ivisg s well as the bur- 

26 golſes (inhabitants) paying (cot and lot, had a right to. 
24 7 March b, r * and bai ö are 


— Hen. Thrale 855 
in i cl in the inhabitants paying ſcot and lot. 10 Nor. 
Pony Stafford hive. * 
n bart. re- elected " 
m. Bagot, bart. Viſcount Lewiſham - 13 1 
. Stafford Town. 23 Edw, L 
| an Mey DS A 
ugo nell, eſq. ie n e N 
n Rib. Whew 1G 
Drummond 


In the mayor, aldermen, and burgeſſes refiant within & 
rough. 7 Nov. 22 40d. mk. n 
tamford, Lincolnſhire. 2 . 
ir Geo, Roste 4 . 21 leds 
enry Cecil, eſq. re- elected | 
In we 4 inhabitants paying ſcot and lot, and. not ye" 
ing ke pos hare 23 March, 3 oo. 
eee 


Th, 5 l e dogs Skipwich, bart 
Film, Hooywoo, eſa | cloak, made his eleQtior 


1 John Bullock, eſq. 

Aeg to be in the inhabitants paying -ſcot and lot, 
not receiving alms, 10 April, 1701.——Agreed to be | | 
the conſtables and houſholders (inhabitants) within the | 
reugh, paying ſcot and lot, and not receiving alms. 1c 
Fea Snails Han Eli 

[4 fs 1 Zo 
Lord Irnham 8 
Hon. John t en 2d re-· elected 
* 4 


a 
— 2 ghbby Alen 
In de inhabitants paying ſcot and lot. 70. 
Sudbury, Suffelk. 1 Elis. 
Sir Patrick. Blake, bart. re · elected 
Sir Wal. Hanmer, bart. P. C. Creſpigny, eſq. 
| Sir James Marriott 
Jebn Hanniker, ef, 7. 

Only in the ſons of freemen born after their fathers we 
made free, and in ſuch as have ſerved ſeven years appren 
tieeſhip, or made freemen 5 3 6 Dec. 1703. 

uffe t. 
Rowland Holt, eſq. Sir John Rous, bart. 
Sir T. C. Bunbury, bart. re- elected 


5 
Sir F. vincent, bt. died 2775 ir ]. Mawbey - 241 
7 Scawen, eſq, -_ Hon. Auguſtus Keppel 217 
J. Matobey, bart. Hon. T. Onflow 15˙ 
F Ks 
Lord Geo, H. Lennox res elected 
Lir T. 8. Wilſon Hon. Ta Pelham, eig · 
-  , Tamworth, Sta * 5 Elis. 
Faw. Thurlow, eſq. Lor 
Chancellor 1778 | 
Antbony Chamier, eſq. re- elected, died in 1780 
75 D, Ian. eig. John Calvert, eſq, 
ohn Courtney, eſq. 
In the inhabitants paying ſ#ot and lot, and in ſuch perſot 
2 hare freeholds within the borough, whether refident 


- 


| 08-8 
the borough, or not. 17 March, 1698;——14 the inhabis 
ants, being douſholders, paying ſcot and lot, and not reesi- 
ving alms, #3 J6 Jan. 1722.— 50. , 
Ri, . 23 Edw. 1, 

Rt. Hon, 1. re- elected 
Hon, R. Fitzpat re- elected 

In the — of eee in — nbableiug 
vithin the ſaid borough. 13 March, 1695. 4 Fed, 1696, 19 
a. 1702.—110. 

Taunton, Somer ſerſbire. 23 Edw. U. 

Mex, Popham, efq. John Roberts, eſg. 
ohn Halliday, efq.. re- elected * 
- In the inhabitants within the ſaid borough, being pot wal 
and not receiving alms or charity, 28 July, 1715. —_ 


Tewke ury, Glouceſterſhire. 12. ames 1. 
Ir W. ue? bart. 9 eto J we 
= Martin, eſq. died in 
177 
Janes Martin, ſq. re elected | N 
In the inhabitants paying ſcot and lot. 5300. 
Thetford, Norfolk. 1 Edw. VI. 
lon, Ch, Fitzroy Richard Hopkins, eſq, 
F. Scudamore, eſq, re elected | 
In the mayor, burge ſſes. (which are ten) and in the come 
jonalty, or common council, (which are twenty) amount- 
8 in the whole to thirty-one. 7 June, 1685, 
| Tbirſte, Tork 1 23 Edw. III. Edw. VI. 
T. Frankland, bart. Sir Tho. Gaſcoigne, bart. 
Frankland, ef Beilby Thompſon, eſq,. 
In the burgage "08 of Old Thirſke. 
Tiverton, Devonſpire. James L 

at, Riger, eſg. Lord Har- 
rowby in 1776 3 
bn Wilmot, eſqs, re- elected 
ir John Duntz, bart. re- elected fs 
In the mayor, recorder, burgeſſes, and aſſi ſtants.—2 6 
Totneſi, Devonſbire. 23 Edw. L. 
bat, Jennings Clerke, re-elefted: 3 


mes Amyatty efq, | beet Brown ef Wh 

ly the freemen not inkabiting, well as freemds Nun. 

ing within the ſaid. __ 4 Mar, 169 5,135, 
* 


Tech 


* 


to fon 


4! 


ti 


Tregony, Cornwall, Edw. I. 5f Eliz. | 
Hon. G. L. Parker lion Stephenſon, eſq, em 
Sir Alexander Leith, bart. John "Jawcs, eſq. obe 
Agreed to be in all the inhabitants that provide for ther 
ſelves, whether they live under ſame roof or not, 


X March, 1695.— 100. 


Truro, Cornewall.. 23 Edward I. 
George Boſcawen, eſq. ' Henry Roſewarne dd il 
Bamber Gaſcoyne, eſq. re- elected 15 , m 


„In the _ and ſelect number of burgeſſe?, 21 Mz nſer 


* Walling ford, Berkſhire. 23 Edw. I. 
Sir Robert Barker, knt. John Aubrey, eſq. 
hn Cator, eſq. Chaloner Arcedeck ne, eſq. Much 
In the mayor, aldermen, bailiffs, and eighteen aflitan 
together with the inhabitants of the ſaid borough, paying hn 
and lot, and not receiving alms. 15 Dec. 1709,—1 0, dect 

Wareham, Dorfet ſhire. 30 Edw. I. 

Right Hon. William Gerard Thomas Farrer, eſq, 

Hamilton | | Mas 
Chriſt, Doyley, eſq. John Boyd, eſq. 

In the mayor, magiſtrates, and freeholders, and all that p 
ſcot and lot. 25 June, 1661.——Is only-in the mayor a 
magiſtrates of the ſaid borough as pay ſcot and lot, andint 
freeholders of lands or tenements there, who have been, bs 
Gde, to their own uſe, in the actual occupation, or in the 

ceipts of the rents and profits of ſuch lands or tenements, f. 


the ſpace of one whole year next before the election, exce H. 1 


the ſame came to ſuch freeholders by deſcent, deviſe, mai . Fo 

rigge, marriage-ſettlement, or promotion to ſome benefice 

the church. 19 Jan. 2747.-——150. 

Sir Charles Holt, bart. ir Robert Lawley, bart. } 

T. George Shipwith, eſga- Sir George Shyckburg, ba & Le 
| Neil Town. 23 Edw.1. Wm, 

Hog. Char. Fra. Greville re- elected | 208000 171 


Hon. Rob. Fulke Greville Robert Ladbroke, eſq, 2 
* Aer! TH Hon. R. Greville 1 ; 
Ia che commonalty of the ſaid town. 3 May, 1628. Ning { 
| Is in ſuch perſons only as do pay to church and poor in fi iaha 
ſais horough, 31 Jan. a2. 3% E — 


* = . 
1 „ 
= 


- — 


E 
* - Wells 23 Edw. 12 I ; 
ement Tudway, eſq. Ge Clement dien 116 
obert Child, egg. Robert Child 105 
4.742 +! © ip HO 5: 26:08 
lu in the mayor, maſters, and burgeſles of the ſaid city. 18 
th. 1695.——N, B, The bye-law of 1712, for inflicting 
alties on the mayor and burgeſſes, declared to be arbitrary 
u illegal. 30 May, 1716. Reſolved to be in the may- 
, maſters, and burgeſſes, and in ſuch perſons as are 
nſent of the mayor and common-council) admitted to their 
edom in any of the ſeven trading companies, on account 
birth, ſervitude, . or marriage. 2: May, 1724.—The 
ne reſolution. 18 April, 1729, The ſame aggin. 1 


uch, 1234.— 50. 

ende wer, Bucks, 2$ Edw. I. 2 Ja, 1 
hn Adams eſq. "made his 
— for Caermarthen 


Drummond, 25 Richard Smith, eſq.,.. * 
ſeph Bullock, eſq. vacated | 
mas Dummer, ei- E Manſell Smich, e.. 

obn Elliot 


Richard Heaviſide, eſę. 
Agreed to be i the inhabitants (houſgkeepers within the 
wgh) not receiving alms. But perſons coming by cer- 
cate to live in the borough have not a right to vote, 3. 


la the ebe e 
, Herefordſhirtes 21 Edw. I. 16 Car. th 
— eſg. - re-elected | 
25 Lynch, K.B vacated 1 
Win 1730 | 
ew Bayntun, | EE WT X 
Agreed to be in the inhabitants of houſes. of 208, Ser aun 
ing ſcot and lot. 13 Jan. 1698.——Reſalved to be in 
inhabitants of rhe ancient vote-houſes of 208. per ann,, 
wand upwards, refiding in the ſaid houſes forty days be- 
the day of election, and ppying loot and lot aud __ 


| | 


the owners of foch + ancient vote-houſes, paying ſcot and le 
who ſhall be refident in ſuch houſes at the time of the elec 
tion, 3 March, 1736—8 5. 
Wiftbury, Wilts: 27 Hen. VI. 

N. Bayly, eſq. -—_— 1779. 
Sam. * eſy. re elected 
Hon. T. F. Wenman John Whalley Gardiner, ef 

Reſolved that the tenants of burgage-houſes, by leaſe fc 
years abſolute; have a right to vote, 1 Dec, 1902.——ls i 
us tenant of any burgage tenement in fee, for life, or ning 
ty nine years, determinable upon lives, or by copy of cour 
roll; paying a burgage-rent of 44. or 2d. y-arly, being ref 
dentin the borough, and not receiving alms, 1 June, 171 


| Wftloo, Cornwall. Faw. VE. 
Wm. James, eſq. re-clefted 
G. Ogilvy, eſq. vacated 1775 | 
Fobn Rogers, eſg. Jobn Buller, eig. 
In the * aldermen, burgeſſes, and freemen.—5z. 


ö A City. 1 Edw. VI. 
Earl Percy, baron rey 1776 1 


Lord Peter ſbam, a peer in 1779 A - 
Lerd Malden | Hon. Cha. James Fox 48 
Lord T. P. Clinton Sir G. B. Rodney, bart. 52 
| Lord Lincoln 42 
Inhabitants paying feot and lot. The King's menial ſe 
vants, having no proper houſes of their own in Weſtmu 
ſer, have no right to. vote. 15 Nov. 1680.—11,009. 
W:Bmoreland. 
rt oe Lowther, bart. made * 
election for Cumberland 
. Eerotber, eſq. re · elected 
Sir Mic. Le Fleming, bart. re- elected 1 
Veymoutb. 12 Edw. II. and Melcombe Regt, 8 Edw. ! 
nited bv Elizabeth into one corporation, though two * 
roughs, and ſend four members. 
Right Hon. Wellbpre Ellis re- elected. 
W. Chafin * eſq. re- elected 
n Purting, eſ 705 re- ole cted 
n 08 cy died "I" 4 


1 ] | 
Agreed to be in the mayor, alderman, bailiffe, * and capital 
es, inhabiting in the 9; mu — and in perſons feiſtd 
Feehalds within the borough, and not e alms. 
r 

it 27 = 
Hon. . Townſhend | — * 
| Viſcount Middleton — 


in the freeholders only of lands or tenements, in right of 


nſelves, or their wives, not ſplit fince the act of the 7th 
| 8th 2% William, 21 Dec, 
3 . * 

igan Lexcoftire. 23 Edw. I. 1 Edv. VI. 
<4 ele. . Hon. Horatio agus: in 
au, Hotham, eſq. vacated 


in 1778 


Moreton, eſq« deceaſed H. Semp.Bejdgeman, als. - 


Sir Riab. Clayton 
In the free burgeſſes. 200. .Net, 
Wilton, Wilts. 23 Edw. I. = 
n. Nich. Herbert died 177g adi. 95 
burles Herbert, eſq. Lord Herbert 
ry Herbert, efq. Rt, Hon, W. G. Hamilte 


Agreed to be in the mayor and burgeſſes, who are to 
corporate acts, and receive the ſacrament. 25 Nor. 1706 
March, 1710.80. 


0 ty 
Wire: nova; th 
dbroſe Goddard, g. re-elected 
Penruddocke, eſq. re- elected ; 


Winchelſea, Su 42 Edw. III. 
Wolf. Sen pe a re- olected 
„ Neſbitt, eſq. made his | 
tection for Cricklade 


liam Nefits of. Joba went, eſg. 


Agreed to in the mayor, jurats, -and _—_— 1 
5. 1711.4. AA 

Wi a 23 Edw. I. Rn. 
ary Penton, eſq. Rog — 5 5574 
el Stanhope, ela. re- elected 


dates to be in the mayor, —— duly and 
rations _ nd 


_—_— 


a 


0 
,K 
Wo! 
] 


| — Aug. Keppell | wy | 
, Hon. John res- elected 
| Hon. A. Keppel 5 
In the inhabitants who. pay fcot and lot. 4 Nov. 164 
Ils the mayor, bailiſſe, and ſelect number of burge(WThe 
enly, 2 May, 2689.-—1s not in the mayor, bailiffs 
burgeſſes; but that all the inhabitants have the right 
[eleting. 5 April, 1697.30. 1 a 
| . oodfleck, Oxfordfpire. 30 dw. I. 
John Skinner, ol * vacated 


wy 


law 


in 17/7 
4. Parker _ © te- elected | 
iliam Eden, eſq. 0 re · elected 
* the mayor, aldermen, and freemen of the ſaid be 
W | 
Were ſive. 
Rt. Hon, W. Dowdefwell di 
! of 
re: elected 
Hd dw. 12 oy .. Tre-eleQed . 
fy. 23 Edw. I. tea 
7. Bates Rous, eſq. 3 re- elected 10 fo 
ow. Walſh, eig. Hon. William Ward Wil. 7 
Sir M. Lewes Fir 
- Agreed tobe in the Gomes not receiving alms. 7 Feb. 169145 


, In the citizens not xeceiving alms, and admitted to their fr 
dom by birth or ſervitude, or by redemption, in order to 
within the ſaid city. 11 Feb. 1747, —2000. 
Wetton Baſſet TOWED Hen. VL 

Hon. Henry St. Hectzd 
Robert Scott, e 1 William Strahan, "Y 

Is in the pri pri incipal inhabitants,g1 I 8 0 s 

in comb, Bucks. IW. 

Rob, Waller, 8 | re-elefted by 
Hon. T. Fitamaurice Lore Mahon 

Agreed to be in the mayor, bailiffe, and burgeſſes, 
receiving alms. 28 Jan. 1702.—170. 

Yarmouth, Norfolk. 23 Ed w. I. 

Oba. Townſhend, eſg. re- elected 
Hon, Richard Walpole re- electod 

le in the burgeſſes « at large 730. 


9 1 


— Hampſhire. 23 Edw. I. 2 | 


Clarke,eſq. vacated 2779 a 

, King ſmill, «ſq» Edward Morant, eſq. 

Worſley, eſq. vacated 1775 | 
Worſley, e · Edward Ruſh worth, eſq. | 
The bye-law, made Sept. 21, 1670, for electing free-bur-- A 
„by the mayor and five chief burgeſles, was a 60 Þ} 
Jaw, 11 W 717. — 5. | 
| 
| 


* —_— - — 2 8 


Yorkfhire. 
Geo, Savile, bark. —— 
in Laſcelles, efq. Henry Duncombe, eſq, 


Perſons whoſe freeholds lie in the 2 have a right e to 4 
9 March, 1735 


York Ci . 23 , Edw. I, 
Hop. Lord J. Cavendiſh re- elected 
s, Turner, . re elected 


in the er and citizens, 1 go0. 
WALES, by an act 27 Hen. VIII. 


teariTruI ATI — The firſt ſummons for Repreſen- 
for Counties (and ſome Cities) was the 49th of Hen- 
I. The firſt returns for hires, on record, + of Edward. 
Firſt returns for Cities and Boroughs, 23 Edw. I. 


17 17 Counties, Cities, and Boroughs, ſent Repreſen- 
tatives to Parliament at the — of Hen VIII. | 


Y were added by Henry VIII 8 . 
21 by Edward vi. | 8 
1, by Muy | ( 

N by Elizabeth 

4 by James T. 

$ by Charles 1. 

4 by Charles II. 

by Anne, for Scotland. 


a O rTL AN 


| - Aberdeenſhire. * IP 
F Crnnty 


55 


* 


N wal 4 k ter - 
. 
- 
- 
"an. 
* = 
— 


David Kennedy, eſq. gen Montgom 
— Adam Pera, bart. WW” 

Argyll . , 
Robert Campbell, TY va- ** Job 
_ _ cated in 1771 Lo 7.7 
Alam Living ſſene, cy. Lord Frederick Campbell . 


Aberbrothick, „ Aberdeen, Cc. | Fl 
Hon. T. — died 1778 
Adam Drummond 7 eſq» re-elected Lord 
. Bamfhbire. 
R. H. Ja. Duff, Earl of Fife re- elected 
Berwickſhire. 
K Pringle, jun. eſq, vacated 


Sir 52. Paterſon, bart: Hugh Scott, jun. eſq. 
Sir Fobn Paterſon, bart. 

Butte and 4 

Hon. James Stuart John Sinclair, eſg. 
WVairn and Cromartie Shires. 

Coſmo Gordon, eſq. 

Mr..Gordon vacated in 1777 

John Campbell, eſq. George Roſs 

Craill, 1 , ad c. 
Ph. Anſtruther, eſq. vacated 


in 1777 a, Le 
Hon, George Damer ' Sir John Anſtruther, bart, 
| | | . Parh, <A 
George Dempfter, e re- e 
| Lord Fred. Campbell 


Dumbartonſbire. 
Sir Arch, Eamoaſtone, bart, Lord Fred, Campbell 


De da 
James Campbell 2 
Sir Robert Laurie, bart. ted 
Edinburgbſhire. 
H. Dundas, eſq. 1 
| it 


5 Sir Laurence Duadas * re-cleQed 
8 : > Will, Miller, jun, elq. 


- 1 


4 1s 2 
n 

Hon, Art. Duff, vacate 2359 

Lord Will. Gordon 


* 
John Scott, eſq. died 177 

J. T. . vacatedi 779 
Reb, S 


7 erferfpre. 


ul of Panmure re electel 


lord Fred. Cam * Crauford * 
/ m Fullerton, eſp. 
ton {pres 
fir G, Suttie, hart, — 2 


Val. Neſbit, eſq- _ - Hugh FWD) 


7/1 
Simon Fraſer = 
8 70 Inverneſs, Nairn, Se. 
Sir * Monre 


8 Air, Roc, 
$ Sr, A. Edmondiione 


Gordon an 4 PER 2 
. Kinroſs and Clackmannen Counties, - 
George Graham 
Kintore, Banff, Se. 
a, Long Morris, eſa · re- elected 
7 James Grent, eſq. 
Kirkaldy, Bruntiſland, &c. 


1 Johoftone, eſq. 9 2 Henderſon, jun. eſa. 
Henry 2 1 
iran Stecuas try 


Ste wart, ft 
Lauder, Se. 
„J. Maitland, died 1779 
uncis Charteris, off re. elected 
hmaben, ——4＋ K Ve. | 
Uliam Douglas, um ee | Rob. Herries, _ 


1 


MY; 22805 ire. 


Rs Dundas 27 | * ** n 


|  PebBleeftire, 
Soo ar ry ary 1775 


Hay, e died 1775 ; 
— K. 27. Luis, K. 2 Alex. Murray, fy. 


\ Perthſhire, 
Hon. James Murray | — 
John Craufurd, eſg. Fell John _ Ctewait, es 
Rt. Hen. J. 8. Macke | Hon. J. Mackenzie 
Roxburgbſhire. 
Rt. Hom, Sir O. Effide, be. 4 3 | 


died in 1997 
Sir G, Elliot, his fon 
John Pringle, efq. «ers oh of 
Seltirk, Lanerk, Peebles, . Ce. 
Sir James 
ire. 


Thomas Dundas, eig. 
0 Strenrawer, 


" With, Nya, Oc. | 
| James Grant, eſq. * Hon. Chatfes Rofs 
PEERS OF SCOTLAND. 


Elified in 1794» 
Duke of — Hg 
Earl of Galloway 
Earl of Dunmore 
Earl of Dalhouſie 
Farl of Breadalbane 
Earl of Englingtoun 
Earl of Abercorn 
Earl of Loudoun 


11 1 


R a 
x F of enen re- ele po 'Y 

Jari of Matchmong  * re-elected 

Earl of Roſeberry te elected 

Farl of Bute arl of Gleacairy. | 

iſcoynt Stormont re- elected jp 

aqui of Lothiag re elected 

bal of Caffilis » - re-elected 


ARCHBISHOPS AND BISHOPS. © 


merbury. Dr. Thomas Secker, died in Auguſt, 1763, whey, 
the Hon. Dr. Frederick Cornwallis was tranſlated rom 
Litchfield and Coventry 7 
wh. Dr. John Gilbert, died in 1761, and the Hon. Dr. 
Robert Drummond, tranſlated from Saliſbury to this ſee, 
la his room, died in 1776, and Dr. Wm. Markham trag- 
lated from Cheſter in his room | | 
xeon. Dr. Thomas Sherlogk died in 2961, and was ſug 
22 by Dr. Thomas Hayter, Biſhop of Norwich, who 
died in 1762, when Dr. Richard Oſhaldeſton was tranſlat- 
ed from Carliſle, who died in 2764; and on May 22, 1764, 
Dr. Richard Terrick was tranſlated to the ſee of London ; 
died April, 1777, and Dr, Robert Lowth tranſlated from 
Oxford in his room k 
rbam. Hon. Dr. Richard Trevor, died June 9, 1771, and 
was ſucceeded by Dr. Egerton, Biſhop of Litchfield and 
Coventry 
cheſter. Dr. Benjamin Hoadley died in 1761, and Dr. 
John Thomas was then tranſlated from Saliſbury | 
Dr. Matthias Mawſon died November 23, 1770, When 
4% Edmund Keene was tranſlated from Cheſter to this 
et. ] 
b and Wells. Dr. Edw. Willes died in 1773, and was ſuc- 
ceeded by Dr. Charles Moſs, Biſhop of St. David's, 
wcoln, Dr. John Thomas, tranſlated to Saliſbury in 1761, 
d Dr, John Green conſecrated in his room, died in 1779 
gerd. Right Hon. Lord James Beauclerk | 
er. Dr. George Lavington, died in 1762, and the Hon. 
Dr. Fred, Keppell conſecrated in his room, who died Dec. 
1777; when Dr. John Roſs was conſecrated in his room 
iſe, Dr, Richard * tranſlated to London in 
2 : 


1762, 


3 


1762, and Dr. Charles Lyttelton conſecrated in his room, * 
who died in 1769, and was ſucceeded by Dr. Edmund Law 
- Califbury. ay 5c Thomas, tranſlated to Wincheſter in 

2761, vice Hoadley, deceaſed, and was ſucceeded by the 
Kon. Dr. Robert Drummond, who was in the ſame yea 
tranſlated to York, and Dr. John Thomas was tranſlated 

from Lincoln to Saliſbury, who died July 20, 1766, and 


Vas ſucceeded by Dr. John Hume, Biſhop of Oxford Dr, 
Rocheſter. Dr. Zach, Pearce, died in 1974, when Dr. John 
Thomas, Dean of Weſtminſter, was conſecrated Biſhop of 125 
Rocbeſter in his room hi 
St, Aſaph. Hon. Dr. Robert Drummond, tranſlated in 17611 © 
ta Saliſbury, and Dr. Richard Newcome tranſlated fro fuc 


Landaft in his room, who died in June, 1769, and was ſuc 
ceeded by Dy. Jonathan Shipley, Biſhop of Landaff 
MWorecich. Dr. Thomas Hayter, tranſlated to London in 1761 
and Dr. Philip Younge, Biſhop of Briſtol, ſucceeded him 
Litchfeld and Coventry. Hon. Dr. Frederick Cornwallis riftel 
_ tranſlated to Canterbury in Auguſt, 1968, and ſucceede 
by Dr. John Egerton,” Riſhop of Bangor, who, in June lacg 
1771, was tranſlated to Durham, and the Hon. Dr. Brown Jam 
low North conſecrated in his room, tranſlated to Worceſte 
"in 1774, and ſucceeded by Dr. Richard Hurd „ 
Cbeſter. Dr. Edmond Keene, tranſlated to Ely in Decembe 
1770, and Dr. William Markham conſecrated in his roc 
The laft tranſlated to York in 1776, and Dr. Peilby Po 
cd.cus conſecrated in his room £1 
Worcefte-, Dr. James Johnſon, died in November, 1774, ſuc 
ceeded by Dr..Brownlow North, Biſhop of Litchfield-a 
Coventry wil 
St. Davii a. Dr. Anthony Ellis, died in 1761, and was ſug” a 
© ceeded by Dr. Samuel Squire, who died May 17, 177 4 — 
when Dr. Robert Lowth was conſecrated in his room; % 
October following he Was tranſlated to Oxford, and L 
Charles Moſs conſecrated Biſhop of St. David's, who u 
in 1774, tranſlated to Bath and Wells, and ſucceeded 
«this ſee by the Hon. Dr. James Yorke, tranſlated to Clog” 4 
ceſter in 1779, and Dr. Jobs Warren conſecrated in ye? Y 
- room. 
Chichefter. Dr. (now Sir) William Aſhburnham 
Landeff. Dr. Richard Newcome, tranſlated to St. Aſaph 1 
1761, and Dr. John Ewer conſecrated in his room, a“ 25 


133 1 

14477 1768, . — and was ſuce 
ceeded by Dr. Jonathan Shi a who, in 176g, was. tran- 
lated to St. Aſaph, when the Hon. Dr. Shute Barringion 
was 1 Bikop of Landa 1, 268 
Oxford, Dr. John Hume, tranflat u , to 
ee Dr. Robert D ＋ t. 766, to Ba 
be to the biboprick of Oxford. In May, 1777, 

Dr. John Butler was cunſecr A* Biſhop of Oxford in the 
ba . 790m ol r. Lowth, tranſlated to London. 
. Þ John Egerton, tranſlated in Oct. 1768, to Litch- 
| and ad, z and in Decembe following, Dr „Jena 
Ewer ſucceeded him, who died in ber, 1774, and was 
ſuccegded b 95 19nd Moore. 
Maerboraugh. D chard Teriick, tranſlated in May, 1764, 
ts Le, and Dr. Robert Lamb conſecrated in his toom; 
on Lamb died in 1768, and Dr, John Higchliffe was 

nſecrated Biſhop of Peterborough. 

riff 94 ＋ Dr. Philip Yonge, tranſlated to Norwich in 1761 
and Dr. Thomas N wton conſecrated in his room. 
bacefter. Dr. Wan arbyrton died in 2779, Hon. Dr. 
James Yorke tranſlated from St. David. | 


LORD. CHAMBERLAIN, 
And his Department. | 
Lord Chamberlains, 
Duke of Devonſhire 
oy, 25 1762, Duke of Marlborough, vice Duke of D& 
yonſhire 
Wil 22, 1763, Earl Cower, vice Duke of Marlborough - 
| 9 12, Nes Duke of Portland, vice Lord, Gower N 
4, 1 „ Earl of Hertford we 
Vice-Chamberlains. 
Rt. * William Finch 
wy 12, 1765, Lord Villiers (now Earlof Jerſey) vice Finch 
» 1770, Hon. Tho, Robinſon, vice Earl of erſey 
. 1771. Lord Hinchingbroke, vice Hon. Tho. N- 
binſon, now Lord Grantham 
Grooms of the Stole. | 
Earl of Rochford 4 
*, 25, 1760, Earl of m_ vice Eat] of Rockford 
3 


1 : 
Mar. 2+,” 1761, Earl of Huntingdon, vice Earl of Bute Dee. 
| = 29, 1770," Earl of Briſtol, vice Earl of Huntingdon 


1775, The Earl of Briſtol died Sept 
5 Viſcount Weymouth 

Nov. 10, 1775, Earl of Aſhburnham _ Lieu. 

09.23" Lad of the ob-Chanke., — 


Duke of Ancaſter, Duke ef Mancheſter (late), Marquis © 
* Rockingham, Earls of Fauconberg, Lincoln, (now Duk 
of Newcaſtle) Aſhburnham, Hertford, Coventry, Hynd 

ford, Northumberland, (now Duke) Eſſex, Oxford, Buck 
inghamſhire | | 

Nov. 25, 1760, Marquis of Caernarvon, arl of March, 

late Earl of Eglingtoun, Viſc. Weymouth, Ld. Bruce 

Viſe. Duwne, Viſc. Pulteney, and Lord Robert Berti 

appointed additional Lords of the Bed-Chamber 

1761, Duke of Richmond, vice late Duke 

Mancheſter, 

1761, Earl of Litchfield, vice Lord Fauconberg 

1761, Earl of Pembroke, vice Lord Hyndiord 
1961, Earl of Oxford, vice Earl of Eſſex eb. 

1762, Lord Maſham, vice Lord Litchfield 
1762, Lord Boliagbroke, vice Lord Dow ne 
1763, Earl of Pomfret, vice Lord Pembroke 
1763, Ld. Willoughby de Broke, vice Ld. Pulten 

1763, Duke of Mancheſter, vice Marquis « 

Rockingham 

1763, Earl of Denbigh, vice D. of Northumberla 

1765, Duke of Ancaſter ceaſed to be a Lord « 

the Bed Chamber on being appointe 

N Maſter of the Horſe to the Queen 

1765, Earl Cornwallis, vice Lord Bolingbroke 

1765, Earl of Hertford diſcontinued as Lord 

the Bed-Chamber, on being appointe 

- PARENT Ar gory arr proce 

3, 17 Ari ot jerie b | 
? Duke + Roxburgh, Earl of Pembrol 
Lord Viſcount Bolingbroke, Marqu 
of Carmarthen | : 
2777, Karl of Faucooberg 


=— 


* 


L. 


* 
84 J. 
bee. 1777s Earl of Winthelſea, vice Earl of 0 44 


Earl of Aylesford, vice Marg. | 
Sept, 1780, Lord Onflow and Lord Boſton 44 


Grooms of the Bed-Chamber. 

lieu. Gen. Campbell, (late Duke of Argyll) Lieut. Gen 

Moſtyn, Lieut. Gen. Waldeszave 2 Earl) Major Gen. 

Cornwallis, Major Gen. H. 8. onway, Col. N 

0 Fitzroy, John Offley pack "> nel? 

ke Nov. 25, 1760, George Schuta, Sir James Peachy, Hon, 

11M George Monſon, Charles Ingram, Edmund Nugent, Wm. 

kl Breton, Spencer Compton (now Earl of Northampton) 

Geo, Pitt, Norb. Berkeley (late Lord Bottetourt) appoints 

b, ed additional Grooms of the Bed-Chamber 1 M 

ce May 1, 1761, Henry Seymour, vice Lord Waldegrave 
U 


Dec, 1762, James (now-Sir) Wright, vice Col. nn 

bee. 2762, Jn. Mordaunt, vice Ja. Offlex I» 

Apr. 22, 1763, Cha, Hotham (now Sir, Cha, Thompſon) 
vice Colonel Mopſon 


Apr. 22, 1763, Aug. J. Hervey, vice Lord Northampton, 
Ar. 1764. General Conway diſmiſſed 

Fed, 1765, Adm, Keppel, vice Lord Bottetourt 
Au. 1765, Hon. Hen. Wallop, vice Henry $eymoup. ;7 
Apr. 26, 1771, Colonel Nugent died 

March, 1775, Aug. John Hervey, vacated on the Death 


en C l 
March, 1 on. WM. Gordon wut; 
_ Hon Col. Wa. Harcourt, Hon, H Ver- 


non, Sir G. Oſborne, bart, Hon. Col, H. 
22 Tho. De Grey, jun. Sir Philip 
8 


| 2779 Col, Laſcelles, vice_Lieut, Gen. 45 
T LORD-STEWARD DEPARTMENT.\ 


| Lord 
Duke of Rutland. 20 
255 1761, Earl Talbot, vice Duke of Rutland 


54 n= 
Lord Edgcumbe (late) 
May 22, 1761, Earl Powis, ice: late Lord Edgcumbe.,, 
de Nor, 25, 1761, Lord Geo, Cavendiſh, vice Lord on 
ov. 


F 56 1 


Nov. * 62 rd Ch, Spencer BENS Cay di 
July * 5565 homas Faldam (498 Lord bo, Care 


| Lord C ec. 1 
Nov. 10, 1775, Sir William . fehl vice Lord Pelbat 
Dec. 1777, Lord Onſlow, vice Sir W. Meredith ane, 
Nov. 1779, Sir Richard Worſley, vice Lord Onflow ec. 
— Treafurers. uly, 1 
Lord Thomond: 


Nov. 25, 1761, Earl Powis, vice Lord Thomond 
55 20, 1765, Lord Edzecumbe, vice Lord Powis 
27, 1766, 75 er Shelley (now Sir) vice LordEdgecumt 
arl of Carliſle, vice Sir J. Shelle | 
SY 177 Lotd Onſlow, vice Earl Carliſle | ov. 2 
Sept. 2780, Earl of Saliſbury, vice Lord Onflow I" * 


ferers. | ug · 
- Duke of Leeds | 
April 3, 1761, Jam es Grenville, vice Duke of Leeds 
Nov. 2.5, 1761, Lord Thomond, vice James Grenville 
uly 20, 4 68 Earl of Scarboroug h, vice Lord Thomond 
Hans Stanley, vice Lord Scarborough 
1774s 776 Ha Dyſon, efq. vice Hans Stanley 
you Stanley, vice Jer. Dyſon, eſq. 
Jan. Beauchamp, vice Hans Stanley 
ans * * Mars of tbe lil. 
n Harris 
Aye, 19, 1768, Hon, Henry Fred, Thygne, vice J. Harri 
Dec. 19, 1770, Sir Fra. Hen, Prake, vice H. F. Thynn 
; lerks of the Beard of Green Clocb. 
- Sir Thomas Hales, Sir Fra. Hen. Drake, Hon 
893 Morice ec, 26 
wy 25, 1761, Tho. ownſhend, jun. vice Sir Tho. Hale 
x 0 2 vice ey — 4 
or, 1, Hen. Bridgman {now Sir) and Simon Fan 
#7 "ſhaw, gn Sa 
Dec. 1762, Hon. — & Frederick Thynne, vice Th 
Richard Vern ice Henry Bridgm 
April, 17 Vernon, v ridgman 
July *s 112 Sir Als. Gilmour, vice Hes, Fred. e 
Hon. Geo. Bridges Brudenell, vice Ri 


Vernon 


Pee 5 7766, Richard Hopkigs, vice n. 


Apr 


5 7 


19, 1768, Richard Vanda, vice Simon Fanfhuw PP. 

*. 19, 1770, Hon. Richard 82 Naſſau, (died i in Aug 
1730) vice Sir Francis Heagy * 

mne, 177% Sir R 


dec. , Si A vice R. eſq.... 
uly, 17796 fl Sir Wi. Aug Ende, . 21 


2, 1780, Sir William Gordon, vice 0 
Lovel 8 eſq, vice EY R.S. 
MASTERS EXE nenn 
Earl Gower 

lor, 25, 1760, Earl of Huntingdon ; 

lar, 25, 1761, Duke of Rutland = 

lug 1766, Earl of Hertford 

i, 14 , 1766, Duke of Ancaſter, died in Oct. un. 

5 1778, Duke of Northumberland. 5 

l. 1781, Duke of Montagu, 

CAPTAINS OF THE BAND or 
GENTLEMEN-PENSIONERS, 
Lord Berkeley of Stratton | 

uy 17, 1762, Earl of Litchfield _ 

Dec. 8, 1972, Lord Edgcumbe _ 


CAPTAIN or THE YEOMEN OF THE GUARD, 
Lord Viſcount F almouth 


2 o WORKS. 


or General. 
Hon. Henry] Fi 
ec. 20, 1760, Tho, Worſley, eſq. vice Hon, n. Aber 
ju; 1777, Whitſhed Keene, eſq. 
Surweyor of the Private Reads. 
Dec. 20, 1760, — Edw. Finch Hatton 
July 27, 1771, Tho. Whateley, eſg. vice Hon. E. F. Hate 


A 


4-2 


ON 
. 
C * 
- 


\ 


ton, deceaſed 
July, 1772, _ Fane, eſq. vice Whateley deceaſed 
aymaſter of the Works. 
a George A car ar: wyn, eſq. | 
t Surveyor of the Crown L 


Hon. Robert Herbert 
1768, Peter Burrel, eſq. 
Nov, 10, 1775, Hon. John St. John 


THE. 


— of Gardens 
Hon. moon of Cordes : Warr, 6. 


Ja. " 1762, 1 th Quite, ** o Lori) vice þ 


an. 20, 1763, Lord 4 Charles Wee vice Ceo. Onſlow 
lay 7, 9700s Jabs | ——— ickenſon, eſq. vice Lo 
Spencer 
April, 164, Hon, — — Cadogan, 8 enſan cee 
ve i 176g, William Varey, efq. vice Cad | 
ipkg OF THE GREAT WARL ROBE. 
Sir Pho. Robinſon; (late Lord Gragtham) 
Nov, 25, 1769, Earl Gower 
May 3, 1763, Lord Le Defpencer 
ly 20, 1765, Earl of Aſhburnham. | 
OV. 10, 17 787 Lord Pelham 
TREASURER OF THE CHAMBER, 
Right Hon. Charles Townſhend * 
Mar. 21, 1761, Right Hon. Sir Francis p (now 
Lord Le Deſpencer) 
May 29, 1762, Rt, Hon. Sir Gilbert Elliot 
April 12, 1770, Rt. Hon. G ay | Rice, dead. 
Nov. 1779, Lord Charles Spencer 


MASTER- OF THE JEWEL-QFFICE, 
Sir Richard Lyttelton 
Dec. 1762, Earl of Darlington 


QUEEN'S HOUSEHOLD. 
At the Eſtabliſhment of the Queen's Houſbold, 
Tord Chamberlains. 
Earl (now Duke) of Northumberland 
April 21, 1763, Earl Harcourt 
1768, Earl Delawar 


Dec. 1777, Marquis of Carmarthen the 
Of. 1780, Lord Southampton Lord 
Vice Chamberlains, _. 10 


Viſcount Cantalupe \ 
1768, Hon, Charles Fitzroy, now Ld, W 


Maſters bf the Horſe. y 30 

Earl Harcourt - W. x7 

April 21, 1763, Viſcount Weymouth 22 
May, 1765, Earl Delawar l 


| Jan. 20, 1768, Duke of Beaufort 


Nov, 


9 1 
Treaſurevs\ 

drew Stone, eg. Med in 1954, ſvececded by the Fart ot 

Guildford | 

| Serretriet. | 

how Lieut. Gen.) refigned in 1774, ＋ 


r. T who was ſucceeded in 1790 
the Hon, O. A. North - 


ſ 


lers. 

lon, Sewallis Shirley, died October 37, 1765, and ſac» 
ceeded by Gen. Grame, who refigned in 1774, and wit 
ſucceeded by Ta. H Harris, eſq. 


Attorney Genty ol. 
char Hoffey, eſq. 12 * eq. Ted in 17% 
| vacam̃ 
Soltcitor Cenerul. 
« William Blackſtone, deceaſed 
tles Ambler) eſq, appointed in 1777 
PRINCE OF WALES, 8. 
Earl of Holderneſs, Govitner 
Dr. Markham, Precepter 
Leonard Smelt, eſq . Sub-Goverrer 
Rev. Cyril Jackſon, Sub-Pretepter 
1776, Lord Bruce (now Earl bf Ayleſbury) Cm 
Dr. Hurd, Preciptor 
Col. Hotham, Sub- Over? 
W. Arnald, D. D. Sab · Preceptor 
1776, Duke of Montage, Coverner 
1777, Biſhop of Litchfield and Coventry, Sub-Governy ; 


LORD CHANCELLOR, 
=_ 9 of the preſent King, Lord Henley was | 
r 
16, =» « Lord Henley appointed Lord-Chancellor 
and, May 19, 2764z created Earl of 
< or 

7 30, 1766, Lord — appointed 1 

17, 1770, Hon. Charles Yorke. Died Jan. 
22, 1770, 98 — pot into Hear Bad, nd ir N. 


8. ü Bath 
9 Kh, — — | 
4 Jane 


* 


1 


„ 1 
. To 17719 Hon. Henry Baneſ erated Lon 4 Ap , 
(now Earl Bathurft) and ap Nov 
Chancellor . in —_ 
June 2, 1778, Mr. Thurlow, created 1 Thurlow, 
appointed Lord-Chancellor, 
a LORD-PRESITIDENT. 
"Earl Granville. Died Jan. a; 1763. Vacant till 
Sept. 9, 1763, Duke of Bedford 


Iuly — 1765, Earl of Winchelſea 4 Dec. 
12 30, 1766, Earl of Northington c Nov. 
23, 1767, Earl Gower Aug. 

Nov. 1779, Earl Bathurſt Aug. 
ILORD-WARDEN OF THE STANNERIES, in. 
Lord Waldegrave, (the late uly 


20, 1762, Humphry Morice, vice Lord Waldegrave 
""CHANCELLO OF THE DUCHY or OF 
LANCASTER, 
Lord Kinnoul 
Dec. 15, 1762, Lord Strange, vice Lord Kinnoul 
June 14, 1771, Lord rd Hyde, (now Earl of Clarendon) vi 


Strange 
Lon PREVY SEAL. 
Barl Temple | 
OR. 12, 1761, In commiſſion. E. Wefton, W. 81 ae 2 
and Jer, Dyſon, Commiſſioners 
Nov. 25, 1761, Duke of — 
Apr. 20, 1763, Duke of 
aly 15, 1765, Duke of 
Fel 30, 1766, Earl of — 
ov. 2, 1768, Earl of Briſtol 
Feb. 9, 2770, Earl of Halifax. 


an. 22, 1771, Earl of Suffolk | | | : July 12 
une 12. wo Duke of Grafton | ug, 
u. 2 


ov. 10, Earl of Dartmouth 
ce CHIEF-JUSTICES IN EYRE, 
Lord Sandys, North of Trent 
g Earl of Breadalbane, South of Trent a, 2 
Apr. 14, 1761, Duke of Leeds, N. of Trent „ 2: 
Nov. 3, 1765, Lord Monſon, S. of Trent pr, 10 
Dec. 27%, 1766, Earl Cornwallis, 8. of Trete uly 12 
Feb. 19, 1769, Sir Fl. Norton, S. of Trent wp. 2 
> 2774, * N. of Trent K dt, x 


4 


1 e }] 
Nov. 10, 1775, Lord Lyttelton, N. of Trent, died in No- 
vember, 1779 
ot. 1780, C. W. Cornwall, eſd. vice Ld. Lyttelton 
ATTORNEY AND SOLICITOR GENERAL. 
At the Acceſſion of the preſent King, 
Attorney, 
Charles Pratt, (now Lord Camden) 
Dec. 14, 1761, Mr. Yorke, vice Cha Pratt 
Nov. 1763, Sir Fl. Norton, vice Mr. Yorke 
Aug. 1765, Hon. Charles Vorke, vice Sir Fl. Norton 
Aug. 6, 1766, Wm. De Grey, vice Mr. Yorke 
n. 23, 1771, Ed. Thurlow, vice Mr. De Grey 
uly 1778, Alexander Wedderburne, (now Ld. Lough - 
borough) vice Mr. Thurlow 
ug. 1780, James Wallace, eſq. vice Ld. Loughborough 
Solicitor. 
Hon. Charles Yorke 
dee. 14, 1761, Fletcher (now Sir) Norton, vice Mr Yorke 
Dec. 16, 1764, William De Grey, vice Sir Fletcher Norton 
Aug. 1766, Edw. Willes, vice Mr. De Grey 
Dec, 23, 176% Jn. Dunning, vice Ed. Willes 
urch, 1770, Edw. Thurloe, vice Mr. Dunning 
[an 23, 1771, Alex. Wedderburne, vice Mr. Thurlow: 
uly, 1778. James Wallace, vice Mr. Wedderburne 
pt, 1780, James Mansfield, eſq. vice Mr, Wallace 


TREASURY. 
Firſt Lords. 
Duke of Newcaftle 
lay 29, 1762, Earl of Zute 
pr. 16, 1763, George Grenville 
July 12, 1765, Marquis of Rockingham 
vg. 2, 1766, Duke of Grafton 
an. 28, 1770, Lord North 
Chancellors of the Exchequer. 
Hen. Bilſon Legge 
ar. 21, 176r, Lord Barrington 
ay 29, 1762, Sir F. Daſhwood, (now Lord Le Deſpencer) 
pr. 16, 1763, George Grenville | 
uy 12, 1765, William Dowdeſwell 
up. 2, —— [Late] Charles Towaſhend 
t. 16, 1767, Lord North 7 N 


— — — — — — 


— — nee 
—— 


| 
| 


, — 


— L 
2 :K—„— 


— 


— z — — — 


r 


— — 


— 


ay — —„—-— 


8 
1 62 J 
: Lords of the 7. . 
James Grenville, Lord North, James Oſwald 
Mar. 21. 1761, Gilbert (now Sir Gilbert). Elliot, Bat. u. 
vice James Grenville ſo 
* 16, 1763, Sir John Turner, vice Elliot 
Themas Orby Hunter, vice Oſwald H. 
ames Harris, vice Daſh wood 
July 12, 1765, ood 7 —. Cavendiſh, vice Sir John Turn 
- Townſhend, jun. vice Tho, Orb 
— 
George Onſlow, vice James Harris 
Aug. 2, 1766, Pryſe Campbell, vice Lord John Cavendif 
Dec. 3, 176% Cha. Jenkinſan, vice Tho. Townſhend 
Nec. 31, 1768, Jeremiah Dyſon, vice Pryſe Campbell 
Feb. & 1770, Charles Townſhend, vice Lord North 
Dec. 1772, Hon. Charles James Fox, vice C. Jenkinſo 
1774 . Viſc. Beauchamp, and Charles Wol 
; fran Cornwall, efqrs, theo Cha, Jame 
_ 1777, 'Lord Weſtcote, vice C. Townſhend 
ec. 1777, Lord Palmerſton, vice Lord Onſlow. 
* 1780, Sir R. Sutton, vice Lord Viſc. Beauct 
1780, John Buller, ſen. eſq. vice C. W. Corn 
wall, e 
Foint Secretaries. 
James Weſt and Samuel Martin 
te — er. Dyſon, vice Ja. Weſt 
252 1763, Cha. Jenkinſon, vice Samuel Martin 
April 1764, Tho. tely, vice Jer. Dyſon an, 
July 12, 1765, Cha. Lowndes and G "wg Sir) Cooper Sure 1. 
vice Jenkinſon and . 2- 
Aug. 2, 1766, Thomas Bradſhaw, vice Cha. Lowndes 
Feb. 6, 1970, John Robinſon, vice Tho. Bradſhaw Wu, 20 
ecretaries 0 the fef Led, | vg. 14 
May 29, 2762, Charles Jenkinſon | 
July 12, 2765, Burke 
Aug. 2, 1766, Rd. Stonhewer, vice Burke 
4 Secretaries to the Chancellor of the Excheque. 
John Buller 
any 12, 1765, _ — Winnington 


Ar. 
lay: 
. 
uly 1 
* 2 


[6] 


Solicitors to the n 
Philip Carteret Webb 


H. v. Jones, eſq . d + 
SECRETARIES. QF STATE. 
Southern D 


Ot. 9, 1761, Earl of Egremont 

t, 9, 1763, Earl of Sandwich | 

uly 125 3765, Henry Seymour Conway 

May 23, 1766, Luke of Richmond 

ug. 2, 3766, Earl of Shelburne 

2 21, 1768, Lord Weymouth 

19, 1770, Earl of Rochford 7 

10, 1775, Viſcount Weymouth 

Nov, 1779, Earl of Hillfborough e 
Northern & 


Earl of Holderneſſe 
ar, 25, 1761, Earl of Zute 
lay 29, 1762, George Grenville 
VR. 14, 1762, Earl of Halifax 
uy 12, 1765, Duke of Grafton | 
ay 23, 1766, Henry Seymour Conway 
m. 20, 1768, Lord Weymouth * 
Qt, 21, 1768, Earl of Rochford 
19, 21770, Earl of Sandwich 
m. 22, 1771, Earl of Halifax 
de 12, 1771, Eazbof Suffolk, died in June, 177% 
KM. 27, 1779, Viſcount Stormont _ 
For the Colonies. 
1, 20, 2768, Earl of Hiltborough 
g. 14, 1772, Earl of Dartmouth 
v. 10, 1775, Lord Geo. Germain 
BOARD QF TRADE 
Firſt _—_ 
Earl of Halifax 
t. 21, — Lord Sandys 
t. 1, 1763, Charles Townlhend (the de) 
= Lord —_— | 
— 


ly 12, 1765, Thomas Nathall, viee Philip Carteret Webb 
arch, 1775 17 8 eſq. vice T. N 


Willizm Pitt, now Lord — died in W 


Fu 


Sept. 9, 1763, Lord Hillſborough , 
July 20, 1765, Lord Dartmouth 
Aug. 16, 1766, Lord Hillſborough 
Dec. 1766, Lord Clare 
Aug. 31, 1772, Lord Dartmouth 
Nov. 1775, Lord George Germain 
Nov. 1779, Earl of Carliſle 
Lords of Trade. 
Andrew Stone, Thomas Pelham (now Lord), Soame Jenyn: 
Wm. Gerard Hamilton, Wm. Sloper, Ed. Elliot, Ed. Baco 
Mar. 21, 1761, Hon. J. Yorke, vice Pelhan 
Mar. 21, 1761, Sir Edmund Thomas, vice Hamilton 
Mar. 21, 1761, George Rice, vice Sloper 
OR. 23, 1761, John Roberts, vice Andrew Stone 
Dec. 1762, Lord Orwell, vice J. Roberts | 
Apr. 20, 1763, Jeremiah Dyſon, vice John Yorke 
April 20, 1 bf Bamber Gaſccigne, vice Sir Edmund Thom 
uly 20, 1765, Hon. yew Yorke, vice Lord Orwell 
July 20, 1765, John Roberts, vice Bamber Caſcoigne 
uly 20, 1765, William Fitzherbert, vice Edward Bacon 
ec, 1765, Lord Palmerſton, vice John Yorke 
Sept. 1766, Hon. Tho. Robinſon (now Lord Gran- 
0 | tham) vice Lord Palmerſton 
Jan. 20, 1763, Lord Liſburne, vice Jerem. Dyſon 
April 12, 1770, Lord Greville, vice Hon. Thomas Ro- 
binſon (naw Lord Grantham) 
April 16, 1770, William Northey, vice Lord Liſburne 
Jan. 26, 1771, Thomas Whately, vice William Northey 
eb. 11, 1772, William Jollyffe, vice Wm. Fitzherbert 
Aug. 15, 1772, Lord Garlies, vice Thomas Whately 
Aug. 31, 1772, Lord Robert Spencer, vice John Roberts 
1774, Hon. Charles Greville and Whitſhed Keert 
eſqrs. vice Lord Greville and Lord Garlie 
June, 1777, Thomas De Grey, vice Whit. Keene 
| W. Eden, vice Lord Garlies _ 
July, 1779, Andrew Stuirt and Edward Gibbon, Eſqriih 
i vice Meſſrs. Gaſcoigne and Jollyffe. 
OR. 1780, Hans Sloane and Benj. Langlois, vice 80 
Jenyns and C. F. Greville | 


PAYMASTER-GENERAL OF THE FORCES. 
Right Hon, Heary Fox fafterward Lord Holland) 


June 8, 1765, Right Hon, Charles Townſhend . 195 
y 


- : <0] 


2. 2, 1766, Right Hon. Lord North and Geo, Cooke reg 
3, 1767, Right Hon. T. Townſhend, vice Lord North 
ne 5, 1768, ow Cooke, e eq died | 

e 14, 1768, 27 — R * appointed ſols 


MINT. 
W. arden. 
John Jefferies, eſq. 
| 1766, Gen. Whitmore 
d. 1, 1771, Robert Pigot, vice Whitmore 
Mafter and Worker. | 
Hon. William Chetwynd 
37 1769, Charles Sloan — Lord) Cadogan, vice Hon, * 
Wm. Chetwynd 5 


troller. 
Jobs Buller, 4 
Surveyor of the Meltings, & c. 
Geo. A. Selwyn 
POST-MASTER GENERAL. 
oint Pofti- Maſters. 

Earl of Beſborough, Hon. Robert Hamden (now 

Lord Trevor) | 
27, 1762, Earl of Egmont, vice Earl of Beſborough 
10, 1763, Lord Hyde, vice Earl of Egmont 
20, 1765, Earl of Beſborough, vice Lot Hyde 
y 20, 1765, Lord Grantham (late) vice Lord Trevor 
x. 27, 17760, Earl of Hillſborough, Lord Le Deſpenſer 
, 20, 1768, Earl of Sandwich, vice Earl of Hillſborough 
r. 19, 1770, Hon. Hen. Fred. Thynne Carteret, vice * 

| of Sandwich 
Lord Le Deſpencer 
SECRETARY AT, WAR. 
Right Hon. Lord Barrington 
. 24, 1761, Right Hon. Charles Townſhend (late). 
27, 1265 Right Hon. Welbore Ellis 
20, 1765, Lord Barrington 
kar y 911 enk inſon, ef 

IR ALT. 


Fi Lerd. | wn 
Lord Anfon 
19, 1762, Lord Halifax 


greg 
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Oct. 16, 1762, George Grenville K oa 
April 16, 1763, Lord Sandwich 
Sept. 9, 1763, Lord Egmont 

Sept. 16, 1766, Sir Charles Saunders 
Dec. 2, 1766, Sir Edward Hawke 
Jan. 12, 1771, Lord Sandwich 


0 Lords of the Admiralty. Aug 
Admiral Bofcawen, Dr. Hay, Thomas Orby Hunter, Gilber Mar 
(now Sir Gilbert) Elliot, Admiral Forbes, Hans Stante Juni 
Mar. 21, 1761, Lord Villiers, vice Admiral Boſcawen 
Thomas Pelham, vice Gilbert Elliot 


Jan. 1, 1762, Lord Carysfort, vice Lord Villiers July 
James Harris, vice Thomas Pelham 
April 16, 1763, Lord Howe, vice T. O. Hunter Apri 


Lord Digby, vice James Harris 
Wy Han. Thomas Pitt, vice Admiral Forbes July 
July 2, 1765, Sir Charles Saunders, vice Lord Carysfort 
. Admiral Keppel, vice Dr. Hay 
C. Townſhend, vice Lord Howe 
Sir William Meredith, vice Lord Digby 
| John Buller, vice Hens Stanley 
Dec, 1765, Hon. John Yorke, vice Hon. Tho. Pitt 
Sept. 16, 1766, Sir George Yonge, vice Sir C. Saunders 
made firſt Lord ; 
> IF Lord Patmerfton, vice Hon. John Yorke 
Dec. 2, 1766, Sir Piercy Brett, vice Admiral Keppel 
Charles Jenkinſon, vice Sir W. Meredith 
Mar. 19, 1768, Lord Charles Spencer, vice C. Jenkinſon 
Feb. 1770, Admiral Holbourne, vice Sir G. Yonge 
Feb. 1770, Charles James Fox, vice Sir Piercy Brett 
Lord Liſburne, vice Charles Townſhend 
* 26, 1771, Aug. John Hervey, vice Admiral HolbourngFtze 2 
ay 6, 1772, Thomas Bradſhaw, vice Cha, J. Fox 
Dec. 23, 1774, Henry Penton, vice Tho: Bradſhaw, deceaſ 
April 1775, Sir Hugh Palliſer, bart. vice Aug. John Her 
| vey, called to the Houſe of Peers on thi 
death of his brother the Earl of Briſtol 
Dee. 1777, Lord Mulgrave, vice Lord Palmerſton. 
April 1779, Admiral Mann, vice Sir Hugh Palliſer 
July, 1779, Bamber Gaſcoyne, eſq. vice Ld. C. y_—_— 


CWP 11 h 
Ot. 1780, C. F. Greville, and G. Derby, eſqrs. vice 
J. Buller and R. Mann, * 


COMMISSIONERS OF THE NAVY, 


Treaſurer. 
Right Hon. Geo. Grenville 
June 2, 1762, Lord Barrington 
Aug. 9, 1765, Lord Howe 
ber Mar. 19, 1770, Sir Gilbert rr in 1777 
ue June 1777, Welbore Ellis | 1 
| Comptroller. | —— 
George Cokburne, eſq. 
Joly 31, 1770, Sir Hugh Palliter, bart. vice George Cock-' 
burne, eſq. deceaſed | 
April 1775, Maurice Suck ling, eſq. vice Sir Hugh Palli- 
ſer, made a Lord of the Admiralty 
s Willy 1778, C. Middleton, vice Mr, Suckling, deceaſed 
Joint Su 
Thomas sud, eſg . Wi William Bately, eſg. 
Oct. 10, 1765, John Williams, eſq. vice Wm. Bately, eſq. 
| ſuperannuated 
Feb. 26, 1771, John Williams (now Sir John) and Edw. 
Hunt, vice Sir Tho. Slade, deceaſed. 
Clerk of the Afts. 
Daniel Devert, eſq. 
1766, Edmund Maſon, eſq. D. Devert, * 
uly x, 1773, G. Marſh, eſq. vice E. Maſon. eſq. deceaſed 
Comprroller of the Treaſurer's Accounts. 
Ricnard Hall, eq. 
1761, Timothy Brett, eſq. vice Richard Hall, eſq. deceaſed 
Camptroller of the Fay Accounts. 
Robert Oſborn, eſq. - 
We.26, 1771, Charles Proby, eſq. vice Robert Olborn, elg. 
deceaſed 
dt. 24, 1771, Thomas Hanway, eſq. vice Charles Proby, 
eſq. removed to Chatham 
W2.8, 1772, G. Marſh, eſq. vice T. Hanway, eſq. deceaſed 
1773, James Gambier, eſq. vice George Marſh, ſq. 
| Clerk of the Acts 
1773, William Palmer, eſq, vice James Gambier, 
eſa · removed to Portſmouth 
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of the 2 s Accounts. 
George Adams, ef * [ſigned 
1761, Hon. Wm. Bateman, vice Geo. Adams, re. 
— . Extra Commiſſioners. 
| Hon, Wm. Bateman. None appointed in his room 
Digby Dent, eſq. 
Timothy Brett, eſq. 
1761, Sir Richard Tem le, bart. vice Tim. Brett, eſq, 
Comptroller of the Treaſurer's Accounts 
1762, Sir John Bentley, vice Digby Dent, eſq · deceaſed, 
This appointment diſcontinued, on Sir John's promotion to 
a flag, and only one extra commiſſioner, until 
May, 1779, Sir R. Temple, bart. and Edward Le Cras, eſq. 
2 had laſt year but 500l. ed; but now they are mie to 


AT THE PORTS. 
Chatham. 

Thomas Cooper, eſq. 

1765, kg my 2 eſq. vice Thomas Cooper, 
eſq. ſy 

oa. 24, 1771, Charles Proby, eſq. vice Thomas Hanway, 
2. appointed Comptroller of the Vic- 

tualling 3 


Richard Hughes, ods 04pm now Sir Rich. Hughes, bart.) 
1773, 8 Gambler , efſq. vice Sir Richard 
Hughes, bart. ſuperannuated U 
1778, SiSam. Hood, vice J. Gambier . a1 
| Fred. R 4 50 F. Rogers, bart.) 
ogers, +» {Now Sir 
Feb. 1775, Paul Henry oe eſq. vice Sir Fred, Rogers, 't. ? 
bart, ſuperahnuated 
| a G 4 | 
OR. 2763, Charles Colby, ef . ſuperannuated, and none 22) 1 
65 appointed in his room, until 8 
June, 1779, J. A. Pownall, is faid to be Naval Officer of Nc. 2. 
i Gibraltar, with an Appointment of 2001, a year. 
Halifax. 
April 3775, Marriot Arbuthaor, eſq. 


NAVAL DEPARTMENT. 
Vice- Admiral of Great rA. 
| Lord Anſon, 


In 1 
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in. 4, 1763, Henry Oſborne, vice Lord Anſon, deceaſed 
Nov. 55 1765, Sir E. Hawke, vice Henry Oſborne, 1 
| Rear- Admiral of Great Britain. 5 
> x William Rowley 
in. 4, 1763, Sir Edward Hawke, vice Sir Wm. Rowley 
Nov. 5, 1765, Sir Charles Knowles, vice Sir E. Hawke 
Oct. 1770, Sir Francis Holburne, vice Sir Charles K nowles 
Aug. 17,177 Ts Sir George Bridges Rodney, vice Sir ir Fra. 


q olburne 
" 15 ce- Aumiral of Scetland. 
-  Farl Finlater -. 


Dec. 22, 1764, John Earl of Hyndford, vice Lord Finlater 
Nov. 5, 1765, Earl of March, vice Earl of Hyndford 
| 1776, Earl of Breadalbane, vice Lord March 

Master of Greenwich Hoſpital.  . © +» 
Admiral Iſaac Townſhend 

or. 30, 1765, Sir George Bridges Rodey, vice Admiral 

ownſhend 

une 1 5, 1771, Sir Francis Hotvurne, vice Sir George 
Bridges Rodney 

has 17, 1771, Sir Charles Hardy, vice Sir Francis Holburns 


Jo deceaſed 

* Wipe. 1780, Sir Hugh Palliſer, vice Sir C. Hardy, de- 
cealed |. _ _ 

. BOARD OF ORDNANCE. 

rd Maſter General. 


Lord Ligonier | 
May 14, 1763, Marquis of Granby, vice Earl of Ligonier 
det, 18, 1770, Marquis of Granby died, and no Maſters 
' General was appointed till [ Granby 
Det. 17, 1772, Lord Viſc. Townſhend, er — 
Lieutenant General. 
Marquis of Granby 
lay 14, 1763, Lord Viſc. Townſhend, vice Marquis of 
Granb 
ct. 24, 1767, Tn 2 Henry Seymour Conway, vice 
Geo, Viſc. Townſhend 
ct. 22, 1772, Sir Jeffery Amherſt, now Lord Amherſt, 
vice H. S. Conway 
Surveyor. 


Charles (now Sir) Frederick 


1 
| Clerk of the Ordnance. 
William Rawlinſon Earle, efq. | | 
Dec. 18, 1772, Sir Charles Cocks Bart. vice Wm. RWI. 


linſon Earle, who re ſigned Earl 

xx Snoreheeper. © rave) 
Andrew Wilkinſon, efq. Fav 

Dec. 2762, Sir Edw. Winnington, vice And, WII 
kinfon &K ceed 


Sept. 7, 1765, And. Wilkinſon, efq. vice Sir Edw. Wit 
X nin 


uly 1778. Benj. Langlois: the. vice Mr, Wilkinſon ceed 
. 1780, Henry Strachey, eſq. vice Mr. Langlois. 
ö Clert of the Deliveries. 
| Charles (now Sir) Cocks ceed, 
Dec. 18, 1772, Benj. L'Anglois, efq. vice Sir Charles Coc and 
Joy 1775. Henry Strachey eſq. vice Mr. L' Anglois 
1780, John Kenrick, eſq. viet Mr. Strachey. 
Treaſurer. by 
TPrancis Galhry, eſq. "Fg — 
une 1, 1762, Charles 4 viee Francis Gah 
lay 14, 1763, John mY ackye, eſg. vice Charles Je 
nſon 
Oct. 1780, William Adam, eſq. vice Mr. Mackye. 
GOVERNORS OF FORTS, «&«c. 
bh p IN CHI AAA _ 
ort Auguftus and Fort George, near Inverneſs, Sir Ch. How 
ard, died in Sept. N was ſucc by Gen. Stud 
helme ſon ö 
Berwick and Holy Ifland, Gen. John Guiſe, died in June, 
1765, and was ſucceeded by Gen, Menckton, who wat 
ſucceeded by Sir John Mordaunt ; 
Blackneſs, Hon. Charles Hope Weir, whe was ſucceeded by 
the Duke of Hamilton | 
Carliſle, Gen. Stanwix, loſt in his paſſage to Ireland, a! 
was ſucceeded by the Earl of Darlington 
„ Earl Cholmondeley, died June 10, 1770, and 
ucceeded by his brother, Gen. Cholmondcley, who dying 
in 1775, was ſucceeded by Charles Rainford, eſq. 
2 wy Ports, Duke of Dorſet, died Oct. 9, 1765, and ſuecet- 
by the Earl of Holderneſſe died in 1778, and ſucces 
_ ded by Lord North - 4 1 
c J | 


— 


EN 


hertmouth, Arthur Holdſworth 
).nbarton, Earl of Eglington FT, 
WW linburgby. Lieut. Gen. Humphry Bland——At preſeat, 
Earl of Loudoun | 
raveſend, Lord Cadogan, who was ſucceeded by William 
Faucitt, eſq, 1 
wernſey, Lord Delawar, died March-14, 1766, and was ſuc- 
ceeded by Sir Rich. Lyttelton, who died OR. 1, 1776, 
and was ſucceeded by Sir Jeffery (now ord) Amherſt 
, Gen. Pulteney, refigned in July, 1766, and was ſuc- 
rf, Sir Henry Bellenden ; at preſent, Robert Sloper, eſq. 
rſey, Gen, Huſke, who died in Jan, 1761, and was ſuc» 
ceeded by the Earl of Albemarle, who died Oct. 13, 17729 
and was ſucceeded by Gen. 2 
guard, Lord George (1a ago ed in Mays 7 768 ; then 
Gen, Armiger, and, March 19, 1 » Clavering 
after him, the Hon. Alex. Mackay 47 4 
mdennis, Col. Arth. Owen, died in 1774, and was ſuccee- 
ded by Col, Beauclerk, who died 1775, and was ſucceeded 
by M. Gen. Robinſon | | 
jmouth, Gen, Waldegrave, (now Earl) 
rtſmouth, Lord Tyrawley, died July, 1773, and was ſuc« 
ceeded by Gen, Harvey, who died in 1778, and was ſuc» 
ceeded by Gen, Monckton. - | 
h, Earl of Godolphip,. died Jan. 17, 1766 | 

neſs, Sir John Mordaunt ; at preſent Lt, Gen, Craig > 
vlog, Earl of Loudoun, At preſent, Sir James Camp- 

|, bart; | | 
mouth, Sir Andrew Agnew, died Aug. 14, 177, and 
was ſucceeded by the Hon, Maj. Gen. Alex, yz at 
preſent, Lord Adam Gordon . 
ur, Col. Deane, died in 1775, and ſucceeded by Lieut, 
Col. James Murray; at preſent, W. Browne, * ; 

of Wight, Earl of Portſmouth ; then Lord Holmes; 
then Hans Stanley; Dec. 23, 1766, Duke of Bolton; ane, 
1 1770, Hans Stanley, who in 1774 had a grant of it for 
liſe, died Jan. 1780, now Sir Rich. Worſley, Bart. 
William, Gen. Kingſley, died in Nov. 1769, and was 
ceeded by Gen. Burgoyne, who refigned in October, 
1779, and was ſucceeded dy Major General 9 


—  —— —— — 
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Windſor, Earl of Cardigan, (how Duke of Montagu) 

Chelſea a Hoſpital, Sir — — died Feb. 15 1768, a1 
was ſucceeded by Gen. Moſtyn, Who was ſucceeded | 
Gen. (now Sir Geo.) Howard, K. B. 
LIEUTENANTS, ge. IN ENGLAND, 

Bedford, Duke of Bedford. Succeeded at his death, in Ji 
1771, by the Earl of Upper Oſſory 

Berks, Duke of St. Alban Succeeded, „ 176, 
by Lord Vere; and in July 19, 1771, Duke of St. Alb 

Was again appointed 

Bucks, Earl Temple. Succeeded, May 9, 1963, by Lo 

Le Deſpencer 

Cambridge, Viſcount Royſton, now Earl of Hardwicke 

Cheſter, ail Cholmondgeley. Died June 10, 1770, and w 
ſucceeded by his grandſon, the preſent Earl Cholmonde] 

Cornwall, Lord Edgcumbe 

Cumberland, Earl of Egremont, Cuſt. Rot, Died Aug. 2 
1763, and was ſucceeded by Sir James Lowther, lin 

appointed Ld. Lieut, 

Derby, Duke of Devonſhire, Feb. 21, 1763, mou 
Granby appointed in bis room; and June 17, 1766, Lo 
George Cavendiſh 

Devon, Duke of Bedford, Succeeded at his death, in Ja 

1771, by Earl Powlett- 

Dorſet, Earl of Shafteſbury. Dies April 21, 1771, al 
was ſucceeded, June 7, following, by Lord Digby 

Durham, Biſhop of Dee, Cuſt. Rot. Earl of Darlin 

ton, Lord Lieut. 

> E er, Earl of Rochford 
Ghuceſter, Lord Chedworth. Succeeded in 1764; by No 

Berkeley, eſq. afterwards Lord Botetourt, and on n Jul 
1766, the Earl of Berkeley was appointed | 
Hereford, Viſcount * F 
 Hriford; Earl Co Died Sept. 18, 1764 3 OR. 
1764, Earl of Eſſex was appointed; and Mar. 1, 1” 
Viſcount Cranburn, 0 Earl of ar vice the 
of ' Eſſex 
Huntingdon, Duke of Mancheſter, who died May 10, 170 
and was ſucceeded by the preſent Duke of Mancheſter. 
Kent, Dake of Dorſet. Died Feb. 9, 176g. The prele 
_ Puke of Dorſet is now Lord Lieut. 


rd Stra [ * 5 4 was ſs | 
Lancaſter, nge. ne 1, 1771, and was ſuc- 
_ uly 19 following, bythe Earl of Derby. | 
icefter, Duke of Rutland k 
h, Dune of Ancaſter 3 died in 1778, and ſucceeded, 
by the preſent Duke | ey 
iddleſex, Duke of Newcaſtle. Succeeded; 1763, by the 
karl (nde Duke) of Northumberland 
Nn mont, T. Morgan, eſq. At pteſent, the Duke of Beaufort 
Wirfolk, Earl of Orford | - | 
Metbam pton, Earl of Halifax. Died June 8, 1771, and -| 
on July 19, 1771, Earl of Northampton appolnted _ | 
whbumberlatd, Earl of Northumberland, (now Duke) 
atingham, Duke of Newcaſtle, Succeeded, Jan. 10, 1763, 
by the late Duke of Kingſton ; Sept. 7, 1765, late Duke 
of Newcaftlt ; and oh Dec. 16, 2768, the preſent Duke 
of Newcaſtle appointed 
herd, Duke of Marlbotough Be, 
land, Earl of Exeter; at preſent, the Earl of Winchelſea. 
Earl Powis, Sücceeded 176 , by the Earl of Bath, 
who died July 8, 17564, and was ſucceeded, Aug. 17, 
1764, b I Pawis, Who died in 1772, and was ſuccee- 
ted, od. 9, 1772, by Lord Clive Who died in 3774, 
and was ſucceeded in 1775 by his ſon, Lord Clive 
lneyſer, Carl Powlett. Died Nov, 3, 1764, and Nov. 30, 
oy Earl of Thomond appointed, who died in 1774, 
and was ſucceeded by Lord North . 
„Duke of Bolton, Died 1765, and was ſuccee- 
lel by the Marquis of Caernarvon; and on Aug, 21, 1764, 
the Earl of Northington was appointed; and on Jan. 23, 
1771, the Marquis of Cacrnarvon (now Duke of Chandos} 
was again appointed N ) p; 
afford, Earl Gower N b 
folk, Duke of Grafton. Succeeded, Feb. 8, 1763, by 
Lord. Maynard; and on June 3, 1769, Duke of Grafton 
igain appointed N 
rey, Lord Onſlow, died in 1776, George Lord Onſlow 
ſer, Duke of Richmond, appointed Oct. 18, 1763 
orwick, Karl of Hertford Ian 
eimereland, Sir James Lowther ©) 22 
ilts, Karl of Pembroke I” 
wrcefler, Earl of Coventyg 7 oo + 
fire, Weſt Riding, Marquis of Rockingham. Succees 
& in 1762 by the Earl = Huntingdon ; and on Aug. 
| 17s 


[ 94 ) | 
17, 1765, the Marg. of Rockingham was again appointe ec. 
Ditto, North Riding, Earl of Holderneſſe, Lord Lieut M.r Ming 
quis of Rockingham, Cuſt. Rot. re-appointed Aug. 1 
1765 at preſent, Earb Fauconberg, lord lieutenant, vic 
Ear of Holderneſle 
"Ditto, Eaſt Riding. Earl of Holderneſle, died in 1778 
Marquis of Carmarthen appointed 
* Tower Hamlets, Earl Cornwallis, who died in 1762. Succee 
ded by the late Lord Berkeley of Stratton, and on Dec 


3,1770, the preſent Earl Cornwallis was appointed 0 
OFFICERS OF STATE. IN SCOTLAND, 
| Lord Juſtice General. | 
Marquis of T weedale (late) ſar, 
Apr. 16, 1763, Duke of Queenſbury, vice Marquis or. : 
* Tweedale, deceaſed pr. 


In 1778 the Duke of Queenſbury died, and Lord Stor. 
mont was appointed. b 


. . the Great-Seal. ' ug, 
Archibald, (late) Duke of Argyll . 
May, 1761, Duke of Queenſbary Jec, 1 
April 16, 1763, James, Duke of Athol, vice Duke od. 
ueenſbur | p 

Jan. 28, 1764, Earl of Marchmont, vice Duke of Athol Ge 
| deceaſed 163, 

| Lord Privy Seal. life, 
James (late) Duke of Athol Chat 


Apr. 16, 176 , Rt. Hon. J. S. Mackenzie, vice Dukeof Athe ſon þ 
Apr. 30, 1765, Ld, F. Campbell, vice J. Stuart Mackenzigh Was 4 
Nov. 5, 1765, Earl of Breadalbane, vice Ld. Fred. Campbell who: 
Aug 30, 1766, Jas. Stuart Mackenzie, vice the Earl off kind 
Breadalbane | 

ey Lord Repiber. 

*Earl of Morton, (late 
1768, Lord Fred. Campbell, vice late Ld. Morto 

| Lord Prefident of Police. 

Earl of Marchmont 2 

a Lord Cathcart, vice Earl of Marchmc 


1776, Lord March, (now Duke of Queenſbv1 
vice Lord 1 

| Vice Admizah, 

Turf Figlater - \ © 


T 3s I Fs 


C FEY 1764, J. Earl of Hyndford, vice the Earl of Finlater- 
lag - 30, 1766, James, Earl of March, vice the Earl of 
Hyndford 
zept. 2776, Earlof Breadalbane, vice Lord March. 
Secretary to He Order of the Thiſtle. 
George Drummond, eſq. 
pr. 13, 1765, Sir H. Erſkine, vice G. Dae eq. 
wwe 1765, George Dempſter, eſq. for life, vice Sir 
Harry Erſkine 
OFFICERS OF. STATE IN IRELAND. 
Lord — . 
Duke of Bedford . 
lar. 20, 1761, Earl of Halifax. 
pr, 20, 1763. Duke of Northumberland 
pt. 30, 1765, Viſcount Weymouth 
ug. I, 1765, Earl of Hertford 
ept. 26, 1766, Earl of Briſtol 
ug. 12, 1767, Lord Viſcount Townſhend 
Dt, 9, 1772, Earl Harcourt 
ec, 18, 1776, Earl of Buckinghamſhire 
It, 13, 1780, Earl of Carliſle 
Clerk of the-Pells. 
George Dodington (afterwards Lord Melcombe) 
163, Rt. Hon, Henry Fox (afterwards Lord Holland) 4 
life, and alſo for the lives of his two ſons, Stephen and 
Charles James, died in 1974 and ſucceeded by his eldeſt 
ſon Stephen, late Lord Holland, who alſo died in 1774, and 
was ſucceeded by his brother the Hon. Cha. James Fox, 
whorehgned Oct. 1775s and was ſucceeded by Charles Jen 


kinſon, ef. 

Joint Vice Treafurers. 
of Sandwich, Rt. Hon. Welbore Ellis, Right Hon. 
Robert Nugent (now Lord Clare) + 
. 1762, Rt. Hon. Rich. Rigby, vice Welbore Ellis 
th, 19, 1763, Rt. _ Ofwald, vice Earl of Sandwich 
ly 12, 1765, Rt. Hon. Welbore Ellis, vice Ld. Clare 
; 20, 1765, Richt Hon. Lord George Sackville (naw! 
. - Germain) vice Richard Rigby 
6. 1766, Right Hon, James Grenville, vice Lord | 
George Sackville 
1566, Right Hon, Iſaac Barr, viee Welb. Ellis 

20, 1768, Rt. Hon, Richard Rigby, vice James Oſwald 
G 2 Jong 


tor 


76 
June 14, 1768, Lord el. vice Rigby 


Lord Edgcumbe, vice Ifaac Barr& 


Feb. 2, 1770, Right Hon. Wel. Ellis, vice ] 
Dec. 8, 1772, Right Hon. Charles Jenkin 
n Go Edgcumbe 

Oct. 1775, Right Hon, H. Flood, vice C. 
1777, Rt. Hon. Ch. Townſhend, vice 


as, Crenville 


on, vice Lord 


enkinſon 


elbore Ellis 


INDEX OF OFFICES. 


Admir alty — —— — 


Attorney and Solicitor General —— — 


Biſhops 
8 — of Works — — 
Board of Tradle— — 

Chancellor, Lord — mono 
Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaſter —— 


Chamberlain, Lord, tis Department — 
Chief Tuftices in Eyre nn — nn 


Captain of the Band/of Gemilemen Penſioners 
Captain of the Yeomen of tbe Guard 
Commiſſioners of the Navy 


Governors of Forts —— — — 
2 e — — — 


reland — — — — — 


Lieutenants of Countie- 


mk — — — — — — 
— al of the F 
er-Genenal o orces „ 
P x r -Gener al f — — — 
P r efident , Lor 4 — — — — — 
Privy Seal, Lordi re 
Qucen : Houſfold — — 
S cot land — —ää — 
Secretaries of State — 3 


Secretary at War 


Steward,” Lord, bis Department —— — 
Trea ury ©; — — x. qq—_ 
Treaſurer of the Chamber — — 
Warden, Lord, of Stanneries — — 
W. ardrobe, Great — 
F. ales, Prince — 
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A PPR ND I X. 


Caſe of tbe Borough of An1xcDoxnm—Petitioner, Nathaniel 


e Bayley, Eſqg.—Sitting Member, Jobn Mayor, Er 
e election 


The caſe was, that Mr. Mayor at the time of | 
das high ſheriff for the county of Berks, and he returned 
limſelf duly elected, in manifeſt prejudice of the petitioner, 
who being the only candidate capable of being elected, was 
duly choſen, and ought to have been returned. There were 
two points therefore in this caſe : 1. Whether the high ſhe- 
nff of a county may be choſen to ſerve in 1 for a 
borough within his county? 2. Whether, if he is not Eligible, 
on ſuch notice as was given in the preſent caſe, the votes for 
him are thrown away, and the other candidate who had a 
ſmaller number of legal votes duly elected, or whether it is 2 
wid election? | | 

The counſel for the petitioner argued, that by an expreſs 
lauſe in the writ of election, the choice of ſheriffs is prohi- 
ited, and they quoted ſeveral eminent authorities, Sir Simon 
D'Ewes, Mr. Hakewell, Lord Chief Juſtice Hale, Mr. Juſ- 
tice Blackſtone, &c. to move that it had been conſtantly the 
hw of parliament to prohibit ſheriffs from being choſen either 
for county or borough within the county. The counſel for 
the fitting member ſaid that the authority of civil writ was 
unqueſtionable, but it was not ſo with political writs. They 
rather teſtify, and particularly the writs of election, the ty- 
; {Manny of our kings and the arbitrary power they aſſumed in 
cM former periods of the conftitution, than afford any evidence of 
be law. And they ſhewed that there were many directions 
6 
6 


in the writ which were not complied 1 a If the prohibition 
were ſtrictly to be adhered to, a ſheriff for one county could 
not be choſen knight of the ſhire anne but that would 
not be aſſerted in the preſent day then if they are eligible 
for any other county, why ſhould they not be for boroughs in 
their own. | | 
The Committee decided, that neither the fitting member 
nor the petitioner were duly elected, and that the election 
was void. | 
Caſe of the city and ccunty of the city of BAIS TO —Petj-. 
EE Make Far , E Tag 22 freebolders and 
free burgeſſes of the city and county of the city of BIS To 
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Again, Henry Cruger the er, Eſq. and ElmundMcitt 

r hat 

The petitions ſet forth that the election was holden on the. 
- 9th of October, and that ar the election the petitioner, Mr. 
Bricklade, together with Robert Craggs, Lord Viſcount 
Clare, of the kingdom of Ireland, and Henry Cruger the tated 
younger, Eſq. and no other perſons, were candidates; that a nem. 
poll was then demanded for each of the three candidates, pro- uon: 
ceeded upon and adjourned to the following day; that on the de fe 
ſucceeding day, Lord Clare declined proceeding on the poll; 
and that Mr. Bricklade, the petitioner, having that day a ma- 
Jority of votes, ought to have been declared duly elected, ane 
to have been returned; but that Edmund Burke, Eſq. was on 
the ſame day, the 8th of October, firſt named a candidate ;Mhayme 
that the ſheriffs afterwards on the 10th of October, and not 
before, awarded a poll to be taken for Mr. Burke, notwith-hre p 
ſtanding the proteſtation of Mr. Bricklade, and many of the 
electors, to the contrary. _. , * a 

That, in order to influence the election, many perſons were Th 
admitted to the freedom of the city, after the date and iſſuing Melee: 
forth of the writ, to poll for Mr. Burke and Mr. Cruger.— 
That divers perſons not legally admitted to this freedom, nor 
having any right to vote, were admitted to poll for Mr. Burke 
and Mr. Cruger; and that Mr. Burke and. Mr. Cruger, by 
themſelves, and their agents and others by their privity and for 
direction, befort and during the poll, were guilty of bribery. Vi. 

From theſe allegations, it appeared that there were ſever 
queſtions in the caſe, 

1. Whether a perſon may be elected who becomes a can 
didate on a day ſubſequent to that on which the election was 
appointed to be holden, ard on which the poll commenced ? 

2. Whether perſons admitted to the freedom of the city 
Briſtol after the date and iſſuing of the writ for the elcCionWoratio 
of member of parliament for that city, have a right to vo 
at ſuch election? 

3. Whether Mr. Burke and Mr. Cruger, or either of then 
were guilty of bribery ? = 

The committee proceeded to the diſcuſſion of the firſt af 
theſe queſtions, o2 after hearing the, arguments of coun 
pro and con, declared Mr. Burke was eligible, | 

They then proceeded to the remainder of the caſe, Th 
Houſe had made no determination on the right of eleQion t 


Briſtol; 
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iſto! 3 but it ſeemed to be for granted on both fides, 
that it Is «\in the freeholders, having freeholds of forty ſhil- 
ings 4 Y and the free burgefſes.” To prove that it had 
deen the cuſtom not to admit perſons made free after the 
ee, ſeveral Witneſſes were called, and many arguments 
tated, which anſwered by the counſel for the fitting 
nembers; and an attempt was made to ſupport, the allega- 
ons of bribery: they ſaid that a number of gentlemen paid 
the fees of admiſſion for the new freemen, with money raiſed 
by ſubſcription for that purpoſe, but neither of the candidates 
jad ſubſcribed or paid any of that money. This charge was 
nſwered by an aſſertion that as there was no proof of bribery 
wrought home to them, no condition had been annexed to the 
ayment of their fees of admiſſion; they were not bound to 
te for the fitting members upon that account; it was there- 
we perfectly innocent on the part of thoſe who had done it; 
t there had been no proof-attempted of any money being 
aid by the fitting members for admiffion fees. 

The committee declared the two fitting members to be duly 
q Qed. 


iſe of the Borough of Bxproxp.—Petitioners, Samuel 
Whitbread, Eſq. and Jobn Howard, Eſq. certain bur- 
geſſes, freemen and inhabitants, being freebolders of Bed- 
andi ford, and electors for that borough.—Sitting members, Sir 
. Villian Wake," Bart. and Robert Sparrow, Eſq. 
The petition of Mr. Whitbread and Mr. Howard contained” 
i charge of bribery againſt the ſitting members; and the other 
etition alledged, that the mayor, aldermen, and other ofti- 
rs of the borough, had, previous to the election, got a ma- 
rity of pretended electors under their own influence, with a 
lefign to render the election ſubſervient to the will of the cor- 
oration : that they had corruptly made offers to one or more 
erſons to procure them to be elected members, in conſidera- 
ion of a large ſum of money to be paid to them; and that 
John Cawne, John Roſe, and Thomas Howard, the returning 
ficers, had been guilty of corrupt, partial, and illegal practices. 
The laſt determination of the Houſe on the right of election 
Bedford is on the 12th April, 1690. The difference be- 
een a burgeſs and a freeman in Bedford is, that all the ſons 
e a burgeſs are entitled to be burgeſſes, and only the eldeſt ſon, 
a freeman is entitled to be a freeman. The magiſtrates ye 
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all choſen out of the burgeſſes. There were ſeveral queſtions 2. 
in this caſe upon the conſtruction of the laſt determination. 3. 7 
1 Point. The counſel for the petitioners contended, that not + 
the expreſſion © being houſeholders of Bedford,” was to ba of 1 
applied as well to the burgeſſes and freemen as to tho inhabi- tants 
tants; or, in other words, that non-reſident burgeſſes and who 
freemen have no right to vote. After hearing the arguments ing a 
on both ſides, the committee came to a reſolution, © that i had | 
their opinion the words being houſeholders of Bedford A 
contained in the reſolution of the Houſe of Commons, oW lutio 
12 April, 4690, do not refer to the burgeſſes and freemerM of ti 
but to the inhabitants only.” the x 
2d Point. The petitioners contended, that all the non-re 
fident freemen and burgeſſes were honorary and occaſional Caſe 
On this the committee declared, that they were clear i 
their opinion, that the objection of occaſionality did not ligh} A 
ainſt freemen made above a year before the election. of D 
hey did not determine on the ppint of honorary freemen. Earle 
The next point was, whether perſons having received of aff Peac! 
charity called Harpur's charity, within a year before the elecY petiti 
tion, were entitled- to vote, or whether they were diſqualifie but | 
under the words receiving alms. After hearing the argumentM Carte 
of both ſides, and referring to the acts and precedents, th Mr.! 
eommittee were of opinion, that perſons receiving Sir Wide 
ham Harpur's charity are not thereby diſqualified, withinf elec 
the meaning of the determination of 12 April, 1690, fron menc 
yoting for members of parliament for Bedford.” cloſe 
be next point was, that thirty-ſix votes ſhould be added t rerfo, 
the poll of the petitioners, who had been rejected becauſſi dat 
they had come into the pariſhes where they reſided in Bedfor That 
with certificates from other pariſhes, This was agreed te ceivir 
They then proceeded to trace bribery on the ſitting member Mr, 1 
The mon = the fitting members objected to the votes a daily 
1. Perſons having received Hawes's charity. 2. Perſons ha 
ing received Welbarn's charity. 3. The maſter and brethte 


of an hoſpital called St. John's Hoſpital. 4. Freemen vil Th 
had received pariſh relief within the year. And 5. Free was a 
who had an inchoate right to their freedom, but were adm him ir 
ted in a particular manner, different from the cuſtomary mW by on, 
of admiſſion for ſuch freemen, and within a year before Us 


election. On theſe heads the committee determined, 1. I. 


* 
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the perſons receiving Hawes's charity were not diſqualified, 
2. That their receiving Welborn's charity were diſqualified, 
3. That the maſter and brethren of St. John's Hoſpital were 
not diſqualified. 4. That the word alms, in the reſolution 
of 1690, refers to burgeſſes and freemen as well as to it habi- 
tants houſeholders of Bedford. And 5. That the fix perſons 
who tendered their votes at the laſt election for Bedford, be- 
ing admitted within the twelvemonth by the common council, 
had not a right to vote. - | 8 
And finally, having corrected the polls by theſe ſeveral reſo- 
lutions, they determined that Sir William Wake, Bart, one 
of the ſitting members, and Samuel Whitbread, Eſq. one of 
the petitioners, were duly elected. 


Caſe of the Borough of Cax1cxL ant. Petitioners, Samuel 
Peach, Eſq. and Jobn Dewar, Eſq. 

A vacancy having happened in the borough in the month 
of December after the general election, by the death of Mr. 
Earle, a new writ was ordered out, and Mr. Dewar and Mr. 
Peach were both returned by the ſame indenture. Mr. Dewar's 
petition ſet forth, that he had a great majority of legal votes; 
but that, notwithſtanding, the returning officer, Thomas 
Carter, had returned Mr. Peach along with the petitioner. 
Mr. Peach in h's petition ſet forth, that on the ſecond day of 
the election, as the returning officer, the candidates, and 
electors, were proceeding to the place of polling, a riot com- 
menced, which obliged the returning officer immediately” to 
cloſe the poll, when only forty-one out of near two hundred 
perſons entitled to vote had given their ſuffrages; and that on 
that account Mr. Dewar and the petitioner were returned. 
That the petitioner was by reaſon thereof prevented from re- 
eeiving the ſuffrages of a large majority of the electors— That 
Mr. Dewar, or his agents, had, by entertainments and feaſts 
daily given at their expence to the electors, endeavoured to 
procure votes, and had kept the borough in continual riot, 
tumult, and diſſipation. - 

The returning officer was in the intereſt of Peach, and he 
was attended by a barriſter retained by Peach, who dictated to 
him in every inſtance. The counſel ſaid he was guided entirely 
by one King, a blackſmith, as to the right of the-ſeveral voters 
who preſented themſelves. It was attempted to be * 
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that Peach's friends and the returning officer had agreed, that rnit. 


(committed till the election ſhould be over. But the returning 
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if any diſturbance ſhould happen, and Peach be a-head, they Mere 
would cloſe the poll inſtantly, and make 2 ſingle return, On Min the 
the ſecond day a ſort of ſcuſſie happened at the church door, Moftere 
between Mr. Herbert, a member of the Houſe of Commons, Mpeact 
and Mr, Benſon, a merchant in London. Beoſon puſhed non « 
Herbert from the door as he cadeavoured to enter, on which Mut. t 
Herbert collared him. The ſcuffle continuing, ſeveral of WGram 
Peach's friends cried out, © a riot! a riot!” On this the Wee &i, 
counſel for the returning officer directed him to cloſe the v-1!, MCcrick 
which he did, and they left the church together, although holde 
earneſtly entreated by Dewar and his friends to remain, The Whetitic 
witneſſes for Mr. Dewar ſwore, that there was not any thing Wendec 
like a riot or diſturbance, ſufficient to terrify any reaſonable 
man. When the poll was cloſed, Mr. Herbert went to tle 
returning officer, and intreated him to renew it, promiſing to 
give any ſecurity he ſhould require, that he would not molef 
Benſon, nor occaſion any diſturbance 5; and defiring, if it 
were thought neceſſary, that both Benſon and he might be 


officer and his counſel abſolutely refuſed to open the poll Mhouſes 
again. On this, the electors in the intereſt of Mr, Dewar went Whouſes 
and gave their voices for him before a confrable ; Mr. Peach's Win any 
friends being apprized of this poll, but none of them came. was de 

After hearing the arguments of the counſel, the committey Whouſes 
after long deliberation, reſolved that the conftable's poll Many 
Gould not be given in evidence, nor parole evidence be admit- Whefore 
ted to prove what perſons polled befgre the conſtable, And, Ned ho 
finally, they determined, that neither Mr. Peach, nor Mr, petitio 
Dewar were duly returned, and that the election for the bo- Mor mor 


- rough of Cricklade was a void election. leaſe f 
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Second Caſe of the Borough of CnicxL ant. Petitioners, 
Six perſons on the bebalf of themſelves and others, elefors 
of the 2 borough.——Fourteen perſons on behalf of ib en- 
ſelves and others, eleftors of the ſaid borough.—Sitting 
member, Samuel Peach, 4 5 
The petitions ſtated, that the returning officers had acted Naood t. 
with the groſſeſt partiality. The fix electors comPlained, o prov 
that they and many others, duly qualified, offered to give Whring ! 
their votes for John Dewar, Eſq. but were rejected by = — bear 
rni 
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t orning officer both the petitions ſtated that many votes 
 Wwerce partially admitted for Mr. Peach, which ſtood preciſely 
nn the ſame predicament with many, which he rejected, when 
r, Woffered for Mr. Dewar; and that he admited many for Mr, 
„peach who had no right to vote. There is no determina- 
son of the houſe, on the right of election in this borough, 
h Wbut the following entry ſtands, 4-22 Feb. 1695-6, Colonel 
f WGranvitle reports from the committee of privileges and 
elections, that it was agreed, that the right of election for 
Cricklade, was in the treeholders, copyholders, and leaſe- 
holders, for not leſs than three years.” The counſel for the 
jetitioners contended, that the boundaries of the borough ex- 
tended beyond the line adopted on the part of the fitting mem- 
er, and that ſeven houſes for which votes had been tendered 
in favour of Dewar, and rejected on the ground of their being 
without, are within the boundaries. On the other fide again 
it was urged, that the true limits of the borough excluded 
theſe ſeven houſes. Particular evidence was gone into to aſ- 
certain the boundaries. The next part urged by the counſel 
for the petitioners was, that it was not neceſſary that the 
houſes for which votes were claimed, ſhould either be ancient 
houſes, or built on ancient ſcites, but that a ſufficient eſtate 
in any houſe within the borough gave a right to vote. This 
as denied by the other ſide— they ſaid, that only ancient 
4 Whouſes, or houſes build on ancient ſcites, gave a right to vote. 
il WMany witneſſes were called, who proved that they had never 
'- Whefore this election heard a diſtin tion made between new and 
, Wold houſes. The third point urged by the counſel for the 
r. Neetitioners was, © that leaſeholders for à term of three years 
- Wor more, determinable on a life or lives, and perſons having a 
leaſe for that or a longer time granted by leſſors, who have 
themſelves leaſes for three or more years, but determinable on 
life or lives, have a right to vote.” This was admitted by 

e counſel for the fitting member, after havipg heard the 
evidence, It was then contended, that reſidence of 40 days 
tefore the election was neceſſary to give a perſon a title to 
tte, Witneſſes were called to prove, that this was under- 
ood to be the uſage. After this, they entered into evidence 
o prove the groſs partiality of the returning officer, and to 
bring home a charge of bribery on the fitting member. After 
Mears a> dd. 
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the following reſolution: Reſolved, That it is the opihiez de b. 
of this committee, that the right of voting for memben „ heth 
to ſerve in parliament, for the borough of Cricklade, in the ot. 
county of Wilts, is, in the inhabitants poſſeſſing houſes with-WMf out 
in the ſaid borough, who are freeholders, copyholders, or leaſe- the po 
holders, for any term not leſs than three years, or for any ſuch occup! 
termy or greater term, determinable on a life or lives; ſuch free. chefte: 
holder, copyholder, or leaſcholder, having been in the occu-M« gc 
pation of the houſe, for which he may claim to vote, fortyM yas m 

days preceeding any election.“ | 
. Reſolved, That it is the opinion of this committee, that words 
the ſeven houſes above-mentioned are within the boundary ofthe cu 
the ſaid borough. tended 
By theſe reſolutions, all the points of the petitioners wem ed 
granted, and a majority was eſtabliſhed for Mr. Dewar.— ] dorch 
The counſel for the fitting member ſaid, they would give the tat tt 
committee no farther trouble. They then determined that typreh 
John Dewar, Eſq. was duly elected, and ought to have been d the 
returned. : * 
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Caſe of the Borough of DoxcunrsTERe—Petitioners, Au- 
. thony Chapman, Eſq. ſeveral inbabitants and elefors ef muſt b 
_ the borough of Dorchefter Sitting Members, Willian . dectio 
Ewar, E 7 · and Fobn Damer, Eſq. - | 
The petitions ſet forth, in general, that the petitioner hadi The 
a majority of legal votes, and ought to have been returned; Wef the 
and alledged ſpecially—that divers - perſons were admitted toWWing re! 
vote, who were neither © inhabitants, nor occupiers of real mmi 
eſtates within the borough,” and had no right. The lakWHouſe 
determination of the right of election in the borough was 18th vor, 
May, 1720. © Reſolved, That the right of ele&ing bur- Do 
geſſes to ſerve in parliament for the borough of Dorcheſter, ¶ bitants 
in the county of Dorſet, is in the inhabitants of the (aidMiion 91 
borough, paying to church and poor in reſpect of their per- 
ſonal eftates; and in ſuch perſons as pay to church and poo 
in reſpect of their real eſtates within the ſaid borough.” 
The counſel for the petitioners contended, that the laſt clauſe 
for the determination means only, ** ſuch as are occupiers of 
real eſtates within the borough; and in reſpe& thereof, pay 
to church and poor.” The counſel for ſitting mem- 
bers contended, that it means t ZʒẽE of real eſtates withinſya gr 
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the borough; paying in reſpect thereof to church and poor, 
whether ſuch real eſtates are in their "own 'oecuSation or 
nt. The uſage ſince 1720 was admitted to be in favour 
of out: voter The counſel for the petitioners contended, that 
the poor-rate, and church-rate, is a tax upon inhabitants or 
decupiers only, and not upon landlotds, and the votes in Dor- 
cheſter have always been intitled, „ RI es on the ſeveral 
-M" occupiers of lands, houſes, &“ In 1772, an attempt 
uns made to alter the words in the title, and to make it run 
% Rates on the ſeveral ozvners or occupiers, &c.” but theſe 
ti words were reſcinded at the veſtry holden for the purpoſe, and 
Wl the cuſtomary title reſtored, On the other ſide it was con- 
tended, that the reſolution in 1720 did not mention :perſons 
erated or ratcable, but perſons paying to church and poor. In 
WJ Dorcheſter, as in moſt other places, the eſtabliſhed uſage is, 
e wat the ow: er pays the poor- rte; 41d when there is reaſon to 
tl prehend the occupier to be in danger of becoming chargeable 
ae the parith, they frequently rate the owner.—It was the 
ſame alſo with reſpect to the church-rate, for the purpoſe of 
ſupporting or repairing the edifice. Dorcheſter, they ſaid, 
1-M was a borough by preſcription, and the determination of 1720 
fl muſt be confidered as a declaration of the preſcriptive right of 
nWietion. It ought not, therefore, to be inſtructed with any 
reference to the ſtatute of Queen Elizabeth. 
dl The counſel having cloſed their arguments on the meaning 
eiche laſt determination, the committee came to the follow- 
toWing reſolution :——Reſolved, © That it is the opinion of this 
alFwmmittee that, purſuant to the laſt determination of the 
e Rouſe of Commons, ſuch perſons as pay to the church and 
th jor, in reſpect of their real eſtates within the borough of 
orcheſter, in the county of Dorſet, though not inha- 
rFbitants or occupiers, were intitled to vote at the laſt elec- 
1d tion of burgeſſes to ferve in parliament for the ſaid bo- 
r-Wrugh.” The committee then decided, that the two fit- 
ing members were duly elected. a | 
iſe of the Borough of Drkny.Petitioners, Daniel Parker 
Cole, — ſeveral electors of Derby. — Sitting Member, 
Fobn Spe, Eſq. 
r. C in his petition, ſet forth, that he was elected 
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ia great majority of legal voters, but that the Mayor, by re- 
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Dat this was the 1 of admiſſion. The clauſe in t 
ene lanttify ſuck 2 mode, and. the committee 
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this 


Jecting the votes of many perſons who had an undoubted right hav 
to poll, and who tendered their votes for him, and by ad- the 

mitting for Mr. Giſborne the votes of divers perſons who had excl 

no Akt, the ſitting member was returned. The other peti- * 

tion ſet forth, that the petitioners and divers others, havin adm 

a lawful and undoubted right to the freedom of the ſaid bo. thor 

rough, had claimed to be - admitted previous to the election but, 
and were, by the mayor and divers aldermen re uſed, al — 
itio! 


though ſeveral perſons under the like cireumſtances had bee : 
admitted. There is no determination of the right of election Pe 
in Derby, by the Houſe: of Commons; but the council on 


both ſides agrerd, that every member of the corporation has I ber t 
right to vote. The numbers on the poll were, they 
| For Mr. Giſborne—— 343 at th 
For Mr. Gobe— 329. appli 

n ( mint 

ad mi 


. MIjority, | 14 

but the counſel for the petitionet propoſed to add 4. to th kde n 
poll of Mr, Coke, &c. 26, who being entitled to their free 
dom, had demanded admiſſion before the election, and hay 
ing been refuſed, had tendered their votes at the poll, in fa 


your. of Me. Coke; 12 under the fame circumſtances, buff} un 
who had demanded to be admitted on different occaſions, counk 
Four who had their freedom, but whoſe votes were re 9**t 
jected by the Mayor. They alſo propoſed to ſtrike off 1 poll,” 
from the poll in the fitting members 5 who lived in Derb 5 2 
(have 


Hoſpital—3 for having received pariſh relia—3 honora 
durgeſſes admitted within the year 3 who had been admitte 
durgeſſes under tlie title oi ſervitude, without having ſerved 


ſeven years apprenticeſhip—2 who were never admitted t Caſe e, 
their freedom. ut it was only neteſſary for the committee Hal 
hezr evidente and decide concerning the votes of the 26, w the t 
claiming by antecedent titles, had demanded admiſſion to the wh 

; edom, and having been refuſed, had tendered their vot he 
For Mr; Coke. The diſpute was about the mode of vote at 
miſſion heir ptetenfions were agreed to. h: counſel for ii righ 

_ - petitioners argued, that by the expreſs proviſion of the charte v favo 
ec perſons appointed to admit freemen, are the mayor althoug 
Pure ajdermen- "On the part of My. Giſborne, it was deni ? © 
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this point reſolved, * that the clauſes in the charter, which 
e have been produced to the committee, have not ſo eſtabliſhnd 
de mode of admiſſion of the freemen of this borough as to 
il <xclude other evidence.” When this long courſe of eyidence 
. W was gone into, to prove, in the firſt place, that it was uſual to 
mit the burgeſſes at a common hall, and this uſage was au- 
"WU thorized by a bye-taw, made on the 0th of December, 17433 
„ but, in the year 1772, the charter having been examined by 
Wl fome lawyers, he conſtrued the clauſe mentioned by the pe- 
oof döoners to mean what they had ſtated it, and from that 

period, till about the time of the election, freemen had been 
adraitted by the mayor and aldermen. Upon this the counſel 
for the petitioners argued, that if the conſtitution was not as 
they had apprehended, fill, as it was univerlally underſtood 
at that time to be the conſtitution of the borough, having 
applied to thoſe who were at leaſt the proper perions to ad- 
miniſter the preliminary oaths—having been promiſed their 
admiffions—put off from time to time—and at laſt refuſed by 
dhe mayor, with a view to deprive them of their votes, (be 
knowing them to be in the intereſt of Mr. Coke)—they were 
intitled to be put upon the poll. Of theſe aſſertions very 
adequate proof was brought, and their pretenſions were alſo 
enquired into. On which, after hearing the arguments of 
counſel, the committee reſolved, „ that all the 27 voters in 
queſtion, except William Sale, ought to be added to the 
poll,” —and, after this, the ſitting member having faid, by 
his conſe}, he would give the committee no farther trouble, 
the petitioner was declared to be duly elected, and ought to 
have been returned. | 
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Caſe of the Borough of Do .- Petitianers, Sir Philip 
Hales, Bart. and Jobn Cooper, Eſq. certain freebolders'of | 
the borough of Down ToN.——Againſt, Thomas Duncombe, | 
Hh KS | Thomas Dummer, Eſq. fitting members. - 

he petitidn ſet forth}, that ſeveral perlons were allowed to 
vote at the late election of burgeſſes for this place, who had 
no right, by which means a pretended: majority was procured 
in favour of the fitting members, and they were returned, 

Although the petitioners, Hales and Cooper, had a clear ma- 

Jority of legal votes. cs $5240 N 

There is uo determination of the Houſe of the right of | 
„ N Ireen 1.5 
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'eleQion of this borough. Both ſides conſidered lt to be . . 
perſons having a freehold intereſt in burgage tenements, holden half 

{by a certain rent, fealty, and ſuit of court, of the Biſhop of 


The. numbers on the poll were — 
| , AZ quit- 
22 whole 
iT were 
| : * ; 90 arigh 
The counfel for the petitioners objected to nineteen or twenti carve, 
of the voters for the fitting members; one general objectio AF 
which applied to moſt of them was occaſionality. Mr. Dun folyes 
combe was proprietor of near two thirds of the burgage teneM mer 
ments in Downton-It was proved that in 2768 he had made Bart, 
conveyances to ſome of the voters; but the deeds had remain burge 


ed ever ſince in his hands; the occupiers had continued t 
pay their rents to him, and {till conſidered him as their land- Caſe 0 
lord. There were no entries on the court-rolls of 1768 off 5. 
thoſe conveyances,. nor of the payment of the alienation fines fre 
The conveyances to others appeared to have been made afte * 
the writ and precept had iſſued, ſome of them being brough . 
wet to the poll. The grantees did not know where the lands Th 
lay, and one man produced at the poll a grant for which he been x 
claimed a vote, which, on examination, appeared to be made admit 
to another perſon; the conſideration in them all was five ſhil-W that t 
Ungs; the rent twenty ſhillings a year; they were by leaſeſ toner 


and releaſe, for life, with a clauſe of re-entry, if the grantee rough 
ſhould aſſign without the conſent of the granter. Theſe kind ſplitti 
of votes were called faggots. The petitioners, contended, that ejetic 
the votes in. queſtion were colourable, fradulent and void, boch the (at 
dy the common law of parliament, and the ſtatute of WillianW would 
III. commonly called the Splitting Act. Beſide the general in fav, 


objection of occaſionality, fourteen of the votes for the fitting 
members were impeached, for reaſons drawn from the nature gon u 
of burgage tenements ; they defined a burgage to be © one lution 
- undivided and indiviſible tenement, clearly deſcribed, ncitheii Tn 
created nor capable of being created, within time of memory, il the vo 
which has immemorially given a right of voting.“ It ua nemer 
ſhewn- that by the pipe - roll of 1458, the amount . of all tn Six as 
#durgazes, half-burgages, and gquarter-buzgages in the borough | 
is 
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is ſtated to be 126 and three quarters, amounting to 61. 6s, 
2d. the rent for the whole of a burgage is one ſhilling, for 
half a burgage ſixpence, and for à quarter of a burgage three- | 
pence; a quarter of a burgage, and a half of a burgage are 
technical terms, and not expreſſive of the fourth parts or the 
halves of whole burgages, but of diſtin and ſeparate- tene- 
ments of various extent, and-apparently ſo called, becauſe the 
quit-rents they pay to the Lord are halves or quarters of what 
whole burgages pay; they proved that theſe fourteen votes 
were not antient quarters of burgages carrying immemorially 
a right. of voting, but for quarters of burgages attempted to be 
carved out of longer tenements. | | 

After hearing the arguments of Counſel on both fides, re- 
folved, That Thomas Duncombe, Eſq. and Thomas Dum- 
mer, Eſq. were not duly elected; and that Sir Philip Hales, 
Bart, and John Cooper, Eſq. ought to have been returned the 


burgeſſes for the borough. 


Caſe of the Borough of HASLEMERE Petitioners, Willi 
Burke, Eſq. and Henry Kelly, Eſq. certain inhabitants, 
freebolders and legal weters of the borough of HasLEMERT. 
—Sitting members, Thomas More Molyneux, Eſq. Sir 
Meyrick Burrel, Bart. | > ng 
The firſt petition ſtated, that the two fitting members had 

been guilty of undue and illegal practices - that votes had been 

" admitted, though not legal, for the fitting members; and 

"WY that the majority of legal votes were in favour of the peti- 

"WM tioners. The other petition ſtated, that Haſlemere is a bo- 

rough by preſcription, and that of late years, the practice of 

Y fplitting and dividing freeholds within the ſaid borough, for 

election purpoſes, hath prevailed to ſo great a degree, that if | 

the ſame is not remedied, the conſtitution of the faid borough 

WM would be ſubyerted. It ſtated many illegal inſtances of voting 

ia favour of the fitting members. 

| The laſt determination of the Houſe of the right of elec- 

tion was on May 20, 1661. This was explained by a reſo- 

lution of the Houſe on the 24th April 1755. 

The counſel for the petitioners objected to 47 out of 61 of 
the voters for the fitting members. To 35 as voting for te- 
nements ſplit within the meaning of the ſtatute of K. William. 

Six as claiming their right from frecholds without the manor. 

ut TY H 3 0 . wa 
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> One his prbperty being leaſehold. Two as having no intereſt, 
but a rent reſerved as a term. Three as not having freeholds. 


A variety of evidence and argument was gone into on theſe 
ds, bur as the committee did not come to ſeparate teſolu- 


tions dn the ſeveral queſtions, we cannot ſtate what the point 
was on which the divifion turned. They declared the two 
ſitting members to be duly elected. 


I EF 


Caſe of the Borough of Hin vox. —Petirioners, James Cal- 


bor pe, Eſq. and Richard Beckford, Eſq. againſt Richard 
Smich, 47 and Thomas Brand ollis, Eſq. fitting 
members. | 


- The petition ſet forth, that the two fitting members had, 
by the bribery of themſelves and agents, previous to and dur- 
ing the election, procured themſelves to be returned, al- 
though the petitioners were duly elected, and ought to have 
deen returned. 4 " 

The laſt determination of the houſe on the right of election 
in this borough was on the 12th April, 1728. After hearing 
the evidence, the committee determined, that neither the 
ſitting members nor the petitioners had been duly elected, and 
that the election was void. At the ſame time, the chairman 
acquainted the houſe, that it appeared to the committee that 
the moſt flagrant and notorious acts of bribery and corrup- 
vion had been practiſed; and that a very conſiderable majority 
of the electors of the borough of Hindon had been bribed 
and corrupted in à very groſs and extraordinary manner; and 
that ſeveral others of the ſaid electors had been concerned as 
ngents for that purpoſe. In conſequence of this the commit- 
tee had reſolved, «© That it appeared to them that Richard 
Smith, Eſq. by his agents, has been guilty of notorious bri- 
bery, in endeavouring to procure himſelf to be elected and 
returned 'a burgeſs, to ſerve in this prefent parliament, tor 
the borough of Hindon, in the county of Wilts.” 

Similar reſolutions —— reſpecting Mr. Hollis, Mr. Cal- 
thorpe, and Mr. Beckford. | 

alſo teſolved, that the Rev. John Nairne, of Hindon, 
Fatham Nairne, Eſq. of Bury-ſtreet, St. James's, &e. (i 
all thirteen ſpecified by name) had acted as agents; and hal 
deen acceſſary to, and concerned in, the notorious acts 
Stibery and corruption that have been practiſed at the | 
eleRien for the ſaid borough of Hindon. *. 
84 
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| They alſo came to a reſolution, that it was the opinion of 
WW the committee, that the houſe ſhould be moved. W to 
„ Whbring.in a bill to disfranchiſe the ſaid borough of Hindon, in 
the county of Wilts, ._ . | | 
The houſe was accordingly moved, and the previous, 
teing put, it paſſed in the negative. It was then ordered, that 
leave be given to bring in a bill to incapacitate from voting at 
elections of members of partrament 190 perſons, ſpecified by 
„name, out of 210 who had polled at the election. This bill 
ss brought into the houſe, and after having paſſed through 
ſeveral ſtages, it was found, when referred to a committee of 
de whole houſe, that the bribery and corruption could not be 
; WH proved, as the perſons who had proved it before the ſelect com- 
nittee were named in the bill, and incapacitated by it; an 
L being parties could not, without overturning the known rules ol 
law, be reeccived as witneſſes. This objection was treated as 
of no weight by the gentlemen of the long robe; but it wag 
frenuouſly ſupported by others, and the bill was thrown out. 
Leave was then given to bring in a new bill, fimilar to the 
former, in which the names of certain perſons were left out 
ibo were intended to be made uſe of as witneſſes, Many dif- 
ſcuties were alſo.in the way of this bill. Two witneſſes were 
committed to priſon for prevarication z and two dilcbeyed the 
order for their attendance, and kept themſelves concealed, on 
5 which a proclamation was made for apprehending them, with 
uc offer of a reward, and the houſe was obliged to poſtpone 
be further conſideration of it for chat ſeflign; but the houſe 
« Wl ſolved to take the report of the committee into further con- 
-. © fideration as early as poſſible in the : ext ſeſſion; and 
until chen no new writ ſhould be ordered. At the ſame time 
. ey reſolved, That if it ſhall appear that any perſon hath 
4 i procured himſelf to be elected, or returned a member of this 
x houſe, or endeavoured ſo to be by bribery, or any other cor- 
rupt practices, this houſe will proceed with the utmoſt ſeve- 
| ity againſt ſuch 3. 7 | | 
An order was 2 «© That the attorneytgeneral da 
forthwith - proſecute Richard Smith, Eſq- Thomas Brand 
Hollis, *r Calthorpe, Eſq.- and Richard Beckford, 
The two perſons againſt whom the proclamation was iſ. 
ſued, having ſurrendered themſelves, they were committed to 
Newgate, | V3" a | 13 
Caſe 


* 
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of the Borcugh of HELLES TON, in the county of Corn 
hs n Philip Yorke, Eſq. and F go Cuf 
Eſq. Richard Fobns, jun. alderman, and Mathews Will: 
” Richard Johns, 5 dmund Fobns, Richard Penhall, and 
. Willian ers, freemen of Hellefton.—Sitting i 
the Right Ho Francis Cats bin Oſborne, commonly calle, 
the arg. of Ne and Francis Owen, E 

Helleſton is a 22 preſcription, and alſo by a char 
ter of the 27th of n Elizabeth. confirmed by another o 
the 16th of Charles I. J. By thoſe charters the corporation wa: 
to conſiſt of a mayor, four aldermen, and an indefinite num 
ber of freemen. 

e 
major em: the aldermen by the mayor and alderme 
out Fü the freemen; the mayor by the freemen out of tut 


aldermen, to be nominaced by the mayor and aldermen. The 
right of election Bf burgeſſes has conſtantly been in the mayor 


and commonalty, which has always been underſtood to mea 
the mayor, aldermen, and freemen only. There is no deter 
mination upon the right of election, but it has always bee 
admitted to be as juſt ſtated. In the year 1769, two informa 
tions, in the nature of guo warrants, were Exhibited in the 
Court of King's-Bench, againſt ſeveral perſons of the borough 
to ſhew by what authority they claimed to be freemen, having 
been elected without the concurrence of the commonalty. 
Soon after the charter of Queen Elizabeth, a bye-law had 
been made by the corporation, by which the right of electing 
freemen was reſtrained to the mayor and aldermen. After va- 


rious trials, the Court of King's-Bench, and the Houſe off 


Lords, delivered their opinion, “ That che election of free- 
men could not be exerciſed by the mayor and aldermen, ex- 
cluſive of the commonalty.” By theſe and other proſecutions 
of the ſame ſort, judgment of ouſter was obtained againſ all 
the members of the corporation, except two aldermen and 
eight freemen. In 1772 a petition was preſented to the king 
in council, from ſeveral merchants, tradeſmen, freeholders 
and inhabitants of Hellefton, in which two of the ten te- 

maining corporators joined, ſtating the facts juſt mentioned 
and alledging that the corporation was totally diflolved ; pray- 

ing therefore ſuch relief as ſhould be thought fit... After va 

rious hearings, a new charter was granted to the ONE on 


The freemen were to be ſelected out of the 
by the mayor, aldermen, and commenalty, or the 
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"Wl ke 11 of September, 1774, fitnllar to the former; wt 
oply the alteration, © that the freemen, who, notwithftand- 
us the charter, had by the uſage, been excluded from a 
"Wl ſhare. in the election of new freemen, ſhould be exprefily ex- 
\ Wl cluded by the new charter—and that by the new charter a 
mayor, four alderinen, and thirty-one freemen, includi 
the mayor and aldermen, were appointed — $ 
charter. Richard Johns was made an alderman, and the 
other ſeven remaining cbrporators (one of them having died 
in the interim) of the old body, were appointed among the 
new freemen. The charter was, on the 8th of September 
delivered to the new mayor, who accepted it, and on the gth 
iſſued notices, ſeverally, to all the new corporators, requir- 
ing them to meet on the 12th, in order to accept the charter 
I and the gitices to which they were thereby named. All but 
I of the old corporators accepted the Chatter and thelr 
offices, and took the oaths. Each of theſe fix ſeverally read 
a proteſt againſt the charter, and refuſed to accept or act un- 
der it, On Sunday the 25th of September, the new corpo- 
non met for the choice of a mayor, and John Rogers, Eſq. 
ge was elected. The fix proteſting freemen did not attend at 
ol , The precept for the election of members of parliament was 
„ent by the ſheriff to Mr. Rogers, who gave notice that the 
election would be on the 11th of October. On the day df 
mf *1eRion, the precept being read by Mr. Rogers, all the new 
members of the corporation, but the fix proteſtors, voted for 
the two fitting members. The fix, after proteſting againſt the 
legality of Rogers acting as preſiding officer, 2 their votes 
at bit poll for Mr. Yorke and Mr. Cuſt. They afterwards 
proceeded by themſelves to make an election of thoſe two gen- 
emen. Richard Johns there acted as prefiding officer, and 
made a return, which was delivered to the ſheriff. © Rogers, * 
J 


Ir 


alſo, made a return of the fitting members, which he annexed 

to the precept, and delivered to the ſheriff. Johns return was 
,. firſt received, but the ſheriff having taken the advice of coyn- 
el, annexed the return of Rogers to the writy and ſent it by 
his agent to the clerk. of the ctown, He alſo ſent the other 
return, by his agent, but not annexed to the writ. The clerk 
of the crown ſaid, he could not receive the laſt, as it was not 
to the writ. It was accordingly rejected, and ſent back to 
Cornwall, 
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Cormvall, but was produced by the under ſheriff on the tr 


be fore the committee. 


Under all the circumftances of this caſe, the counſel for th 


petitioners contended, 'r. That the new charter was voi; 


and that the only perſons who had a right to elect membe: 
of parliament for Helleſton, were the ſubſiſting freemen unde 
the old charter. 2. That if the charter was valid, ill th 
freemen appointed by it, not having been in poſſeſſion of thei 
franchiſe à year before the election, they were by the ſtatut 


of the 3d. of the preſent king, cap. 15. incapable of votin 
at the laſt election; and therefore the only competent elec 
tors, at that time, were the ſubſiſting members of the ol 
corporations They argued, that if the old body exiſted as 
corporation when the charter paſſed, and when it was te: 
dered, acceptance by the majority of the old corporators w: 
neceffary to make it valid, and as they, after oppoſing it i 
all its ſtages, rejected it when offered for acceptance, it be 
came by ſuch refuſal void to all intents and purpoſes. Ac 
ceptance is neceſſary to give validity to a new charter. Thi 


5 only three ways by which a corporation can ceak 
to exiſt. ie 8 
One forfeiture by abuſes, or non-uſes.. 20. Voluntary ſur 
render. zd. The death of all the zatxral perſons membe 
of the corporate body. . 1 
PForfeiture cannot diflolve a corporation, but by judgmen 
of ouſter againſt the whole. Surrender can only de by ac 
eeptance on record. But there was no pretence of ſurrende 


the natural perſons, members of the aggregate body, were ſti 
alive. They adduced-the caſes of Bewdley, Plympton, Dur 
ham, and Colcheſter, to prove that though ſome of the in 
tegral parts of the corporation were gone, yet ſill, as ther: 
remained ſeveral members of it, they cuuld exerciſe fever 
* Franchiſes as corporators—they could enjoy any right of com 
mon belonging to the corporation they could agcept or re 
fuſe a charter, and they could vote for members of parlia 
ment. If they could do theſe acts, no new charter coul 
transfer their right from them to another corporation. Bu 
if this doctrine were not ſo clear, ſtill the new corporatio! 
could not vote at the laſt election, having been made freeme 
" within the year, agreeable to the ſtatute of George III. f 


is an eftabliſhed and uncontrovertible principle of lau 


in this caſe. And there was no queſtion, but that eight 


man Cz 
Till tt 


corpor: 

The 
Franci 
ought 
made 
zune xe 
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The counſel for the ſitting members ſaid, that when the 
thW-w charter paſſed, the old corporation was totally diſſobved. 
10887 he fix who refuſed the charter could not be conſidered a- 
Aing in a corporate capacity, but merely as individuals, and 
therefore their refuſal did not affect the validity of the charter 
ind the votes of the members of the new corporation were not 
feed by the ſtatute of 3 George, 1777. Every corporation 
Aggregate conſiſts of certain integral parts, chalked out by the 
hind which formed it, If it ceaſes to have the form given it, 
"(Wit any of its vital parts are loſt, it no longer exiſts in that ſtate 
vin vKich it was endowed with its powers; it is no longer that 
ing on which thoſe powers were confined; and therefore 
Wit ceaſes to exiſt, They quoted many 1 prove, that 
ade diſdlution of an integral part produced the tion of 
the corporation, and ſeveral law authorities in ſupport of the 
eWaftrine. And that the ftatute of George the Third did not 
Wet the votes of the new members, was clear from the 
i ords of that ſtatute. The diſqualification created by it, re- 
terds perſons admitted to this freedom within the year. A 
ann cannot be faid to be admitted into what does not exiſt. 

Till thoſe men were Made freemen by the new charter, the 
I Mcorporation hid no exiſtence. 
A he committee determined, that Philip Yorke, Eſq. and 
Francis Cuſt, Eſq. the petitioners, were duly elected, and 
ought to have been returned. An order was accofdingly 
made by the houſe for taking off the indenture of return 
e annexed to the writ for the county of Cornwall; and annex- 
Ming thereto the indenture of return expected by Richard 
Tohns and others. 

— IP CCI 

>, of the Borough of IvzLcitsTER.SPetitioners, 

ichard Brown, 7 and Tnigo William. Jones, Eſq. 


James Curry and Fohn Cox, on behalf of themſelves and 
ethers, being inbabitants, leaſebolders, pariſhioners, aud 
woters wil bn the borough of IvsLCAzESTER Sitting 
members, Peregrine Cuff, Eſp: William Innes, 2 7 
Tbe allegation in this caſe was principally confined to a 
tharge of bribery ; and ſeveral witneſſes were called to prove 
that the fitting members hadz by their agents, notoriouſly 


had over the petitionersz the bribery diſqualified a part, but brib 

not all of the majority; ſo that the committee could not de- 
olare the petitioners to be duly elected. Their decifion was, 
that none of the four candidates were duly elected, and that 
it was a void election. 3 


Second caſe of the Borough of IvILenEST IB —Preitioneri - 
Richard Brown, Eſq. and Inigo William Jones, Eſq. f „ 
Sitting members, Nathaniel Webb, Eſq. Owen Saliſbury P 
Brereton. : T 

After the petition was preſented, the parties compromiſed ing 

the matter; a committee being therefore formea, the partie the 

were called in, and the counſel fur the petitioners informing Ml cler] 
them that they had no evidence to impeach the ſeats cf the one, 
fitting members, they were immediately declared to be dulyM 8itu 
elected. of ni 

5 | — — Hut 

iſe of the Borough of ST, Ivzs.—Pctitioners, Sarneſ tro 


_ William Pracd, Eſq Adam Drummond, Eſq. it ha 
- The . N th. 
guilty 5 br ry; and that the returning officer had acted lycot 


which he took their votes; that when the voters received the the e 
money; there was a condition annexed that they ſhould voti *ecei 
for his ſon and a friend; and that they were given to under- þajjit 
Rand; if they complied with this condition, the money would on tb 
never be demanded of them. Mr. Praed and Mr. Drum-WW O. 
mond canvaſſed together; they likewiſe propoſed to add x. « 
about forty to the poll in favour of Mr. Stephens, by provinz hall, 
that though they had nat been rated, and had not paid, they enſu; 
poſſeſſed rateable property, and ought to have been rated, and 
were therefore entitled to vote; but this the committee ojer 
ruled, and teſolyed, © that perſons, though poſſeſied of tate 


4 | * Oj 

able property, if they have not been rathd, and cannot prove volle 
miſconduRt in the overſeers in not rating them, are not en tcp 44 
ade 6 wwe” Nun Praed N ed 45copnt of WIR Olive 
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bribery, and the committee determined that Mr: Drummond 
was duly elected, and that the election with reſpect to one of. 
the burgeſſes was void; and accordingly a new writ was oxdered. 


Caſe of the Borough of Mit Burn Por r.—Petitioners were, 
Edward Walter, Ef. and Iſaac Hawkins Browne, Eſq. 
the Hon. Temple Luttrell, and Charles Walſcley, Eſq. cer- 
"tain inhabitants of the tun and borough of M1iLmnurn 
Por T. In tht intereſt of Luttrell and 2 ſeley. 

There were three returns made by different perſons claim- 
ine to be returning officers, Ul of which had been annexed to 
„che writ by the Ther, and feturned into the office of the 

clerk of the crown, Walter and Browne were returned by 

e one, and Luttrell and Wolſeley by the other two. The con- 

ly fticution of the borough of Milburn Port is this: it conſiſts 

of nine bailiwicks, of which part were the property of Thomas. 
Hutchins Medlycot, Eſq. and part of Mr. Walter. The 
ei two principal or reigning bailiffs appoint two ſub- bailiffs for 

che year, vnd are the returning officers. In the year 1773, 

it happened that Mr. Medlycot had the appointment of one 
re of the ſub-bailifs, and Mr. Walter of the other; Mr. Med- 
ed 1ycot named one Elias Oliver, and Mr. Walter nominated ane 
nd Robert Baunton. In 1774, it was Mr. *Medlycot's turn to 
of nominate both the ſub-bailiffs, It appeared that the court- 

Leet for appointing ſub-bailiffs had always been holden, before 

and fince the ſtile was altered, on the firſt Tueſday after 

Park Monday. On the 4d of October, 1774, the precept for 

hell the election was delivered to Robert Baunton, who gave his 

ode weceipt for it, and having commiunicated with the other ſub- 
er- bailiff, they concurred in appointing the day of election to be 

uid on the roth. Y 

m. - 'On the 4th of October, (being the firſt Tueſday in October, 

addi N. 8.) Oliver, with Medlycot and others, entered the town- 

06 hall, and nominated the capital reigning bailiffs for the year 

bey enſuing; who again appointed John „e and John 

i Peckham, to be their fub-bailiffs. At the ſame court, Oliver 

det. was appointed a conſtable, and ſworn into that office, | 

ate On the roth, the election came on, and there were three 
polls taken: one by Baunton, who declared the majority or 
legal votes to be in favour of Walter and Browne; one by 

Oliver, and a third by Newton and Peckham. By each of 

the two laſt, Luttrell and TT had the majority of votes, 


The 


| 


N 
The queſtion therefore was, whether Newton and Peck- 
ham were the legal ſub-bailifts at the time of the election 
. were ſo, their return only was valid: if they were 
not, the queſtion would be, Var A. the return of Baunton, 
— Arn was the legal return, or whether-they were both 
V s - m 

The evidence and the argumentæof the counſel ſerved to 
ſhew, that the court - leet holden on the 4th of &ctober, at 

which Newton and Peckham were appointed, Was holden a 

fortnight before the uſual time; it has been even until that 

year kept agreeable to the old ſtyle, and not to the new; 
the firſt Tueſday of October, new ſtile, was on the Ath, and 
the firſt Tueſday, old ſtile, was on the 18th of the month, 
new ſtile; the court - leet was conſequently holden a fortnight 
ſooner than it would have been, if there had been no change 
p of the tile, and conſequently not according to the proviſion 
of the ſtatute, The committee reſolved; chat the return 
made by John Newton, junior, and John Peckham, of Mr, 
Luttrell and Mr. Wolſeley, was an illegal return.“ 
% And that the other two returns appeared to the com- 
mittee to be complicated together, that they thought it their 
Auty to go upon the merits of the election, without previouſly 
. deciding between them.” | . 

The parties claimed reſpectively the majority of legal votes, 
by objecting to ſeveral of theſe on the poll of their opponents, 
and it was contended,by Walter and Browne, that the laſt 
determination of the houſe on the right, of election, was an 
. the 8th Dectmber, 1702. On the other ſide it was contend- 
ed, that there were only two commonalty ſtewards, the other 
ſeven being denominated the aſſiſtants or tbe banage; and 

proofs were adduced by both parties in. ſupport of their alle- 
| gations. ' | 
here was alſo a mutual charge exhibited of having the 
votes of inhabitants fraudulently rated; it appeared that there 
"had been great ſtruggles between Mr. Medlycot and Mr. Wat 
ter, about the appointment of, ovexſcers of the poor. The 
committee therefore propoſed that the following queſtion 
mould be argued by the counſel, viz. 

«© Whether perſons ratcablr, and-having paid to, the rate, 
though that rate ware made and collected by officers illegal, 
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er doubtfyl, may vote as inhabitants paying ieot and — 
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' ineligible, becauſe he held the office, by deputation, of cuſ- 


able Temple Luttrell, and Charles Wolſeley, Eſq. to be 


Caſe of the Borough of Mox PETH.mePetitioners, Hon. I 


turning officers, but that they were afterwards compelled by 


py ee, 
and after hearing the arguments on both fides, they decided 
the r- by another reſolution in the affirmative. | 
is point of law being decided, the diſeuſſion of each 
icular vote turned merely on the matter of fact; one per- 
on in 22 was objected to as under a conviction of fe- 
lony z but this was contended on the other part to be ne 
ground of disfranchiſement. 
An attempt was alſo made to prove that Mr, Luttrell was 
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tomer inwards in the port of Briſtel. No ſubſtantial proof of 

this fact was adduced, _ , | _ 
After ſeveral days conſideration, the committee deter- 

mined on the petitions, by which they declared the honour- 


duly returned, and elected burgeſſes to ſerve in . parliament. . 
for the ſaid boroughz and that Edward Wolter, Eſq, and 
Ifaac Hawkins Browne, Eq. were not duly elected. 


liam Byron, certain freemen and electori of the borcugh of 

Merpith, againſt Francis Eyre, Eſq. fitting member. 

The petitions ſet forth, that at the eteQion, when Peter 
Delme, Eſq. Francis Eyre, Eſq, Thomas Charles Bigge, 
Eſq.” and the Hon William Byron, were candidates for the 
borough. of Morpeth, Mr. Delme and Mr. Byron had the ma- 
jority of votes at the concluſion of the poll, in the judgment 
of the two bailiffs who preſided, and who were the proper re- 


the violence and threats of a violent and outrageous mob, to 
ſign a return of Mr. Eyre inſtead of the petitioner. * 1 

After receiving the proof of this allegation, the committee 
decided, “ That Francis Eyre, Eſq, was not duly elected, 
and that the Hen. William Byron ought to have been returned 
a burgeſs to ſerve in Parliament for the ſaid borough.” . 

An order was made at the, ſame time, “ That Francis 
Eyre, Eſq. and the freemen and electors of the borough of 
Morpeth be at liberty to petition the houſe, to queſtion the 
election of the Hon William Byron within fourteen days, if 
they thought fit.“ ; Ag . 

A petifion'was accordingly preſented by Mr. Eyre, charg- 
ing Mr. Byron and Mr, Delme directly with bribery by them- 
ſelves and agents. 

4 Caſe 


- 
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Caſe of the City of PtTERFoROUGR amPetirioner, Fam 
2 78 X. Sitting Member, Matthew Wyldbore, Eſg. 
© Petition contained a charge of bribery againſt the ſit- 
ting member, and alledged that legal votes tendered for the 
petitioner had been rejected, and the ſuftrages of perſons no: 
entitled to vote received for the ſitting member. The iz: 
determination, of the houſe was on the 13th of May, 1728, 
The poi.'c'of bribery was abandoned. 
The counſel for Mr. Phipps produced evidence to ſhew, 
that a moſt partial rate had been made in the year 1774, for 
, the purpoſe of garbling the election, and then they contend- 
ed, that five perſons hou be You from the poll, being 
fraudulently rated fopproperty of which they were not the oc- 
_ Eupiers. 2. That two ſhould be ſtruck off, becauſe they 
Were not bona fide houſeholders within the precincts of the 
miniſter—and thirdly, they contended, that certain perſons, 
who had voted as inhabitapts of the city, without the pre- 
cinfts of the miniſter, were not houſeholders, and conſe- 
quently not entitled to vote by the laſt de termination. On 
this point the counſel for the ſitting member objected to the 
- hearing of evidence, The counſel for the petitioner .con- 
tended, that the:deſcription.of an inhabitant paying ſcot and 
lot neceſſarily implies, that the-perſon ſo deſcribed ſhould be 
a houſeholder. After hearing the arguments on both fide; 
the committee reſolved, 4 that the word © houſcholders” in 
the reſolution of the Houſe of Commons, of the 13th of 
May, 1728, relates to the inhabitants within the precinct: 
of the miniſter only, and not to other the inhabitants within 
the ſaid city, paying ſcot and lot.” The counſel for the pe. 
. titioner then proceeded to ſhew that there had been great mi/- 
conduct and parciality obſerved in not rating a Thomas F elton. 
He had been rated immediately before, and was left out of the 
rate of September, 1774. After hearing arguments, the com 
. mittee decided, that the parties ſhoule not go into evidenc 
to prove that Thomas Felton ought to have been admitted 
upon the rate in September, 1774. But at the ſame tim: 
they reſolved, “that the council for the petitioner be pe- 
mitted to proceed to offer any evidence they think proper | 
prove any miſconduct relative to that rate. But afterward: 
when they heard the ſpecies of evidence, that was to be ac 


: 6 that th 
o prove the miſcondutt they reſolved, Fes 
r to p „the n 


Weſtminſter, 19% Februarii, 219 Jacobii, there is the fol- 


houſeholders, reſiants. Reſolved alſo, ſo now, when the 


report: 28th May, 1624, Mr. Glanvill reports from ther 
committee of privileges: X . 


Committee reſolved, all the inhabitants, houſeholders, ought 
to have voice. 2. Committee reſolved, upon the latter Mit, 


* 
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o | 
committee were of opinion, that the evidence which the coun- | 
ſel for the petitioner 2 to offer, is inconſiſtent wit! 
the reſolution which the committee have already come to 
On this, the counſel for the petitioner ſaid, he would give 

the committee no farther trouble, and the ſitting member | 
was declared to be duly elected. 


* 


Caſe of the Borough of PoMTETRACcT.—Petitioners, the 
Hon, Charles James Fox, and James Hare, Eſq. ſeveral 
inhabitants, houfebolders, and eledtors of the 1 rough of 
Pontefratt Sit / ing Members, Sir Jobn Guedricke, Bart. 
and Charles Melliſh, Eſq. 

The only queſtion in the caſe was, concerning the right of 
election in the borough,—Whether a reſolution of 1624, or 
one of 1770, was to be confidered as the. laſt determination 
in the Houſe of Commons, within the meaning of the ſtatute 
of George the Second, If the firſt was that determination, 
Mr. Fox and Mr. Hare had an unqueſtionable majority, and 
were duly elected; and vice verſa. 

There are two journals of the year 1624. In the firſt, 
intitled, “ Originals of the Seſſion of Parliament, holden at 


lowing entry: 28th May, 1624. Mr. Glanvyle reporteth, 

for Pomfrett, two points. 1. Who, theeleQors ?—Reſolyed . 
hy the committee, there being no charter, nor preſcription * 
for choice, the election is to be made by the inhabitants, 


| ear” Pa That the committee alſo of opinion, in reſpe& 
poll demanded, though interrupted by Beamart, yet the 
poll not being purſued, the choice of Sir Jo. Jackfon, void, 
and a new warrant to iſſue for a new choice.” | 

In the other, intitled © Prima ſeſſio parliamenti inchoat. 
apud Weſtm. decimonono die Februarij, anno regni regis 
Jacobi, angliæ, &c. viceſimo primo, et Scotiæ, quinquageſi- 
mo ſeptimo, —there is the following. actount of the ſame- 


Concerning Pomtret, Queſtion of Sir John Jackſon.— 


a0 burgeſs choſen, but a new writ te go,” ** Relolye'l, that 
13 the 
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the election ought to be in Pomfret, by the inhabitants, 
+ houſeholders, reſiants there. "Wha 
The reſolution of 1770, is as follows: 6th February, 1770, 
Reſolved, ** that the right of election for members to ſerve 
in parliament for the borough of Pontefract, in the county 
of York, is in perſons having within the ſaid borough a 
freehold of burgage tenure, paying a burgage rent.“ 
The counſel for the petitioners argued, that if the reſolu- 
tion of 1624 was the laſt determination of the houſe, in 
1729, when the ſtatute of George the Second paſſed, no ſub- 
ſequent act of the houſe can annul it; for that ſtatute is 
binding on the houſe, and every laſt determination is to be 
conſidered as incorporated with, and making part of it. And 
they ſhewed, by various quotations from the Journals, that 
between 1624 and 1729, there was no reſolution nor deter- 
mination of the houſe on' the right. The counſel for the 
fitting members argued, that the reſolution of 177 was con- 
clufive. For though the /aft determination is binding on the 
houſe, yet, where a doubt ariſes, whether it is the laſt de- 
termination, the houſe is the only court competent to try 
that queſtion. In 1770, the houſe did decide that what ap- 
pears on the Journals of 1624, is not alaſt determination within 
the meaning of the act of George the Second, for they re- 
fuſed to let it be read as ſuch, upon a diviſion of 161 to 32. 
And they ſhewed by various references and deſcriptions, that 
the rule appointed by the reſolution of 1770 had principally 
obtained in all the elections fince 1624. | 
The committee therefore confirmed the due election of the 
two fitting members. | | | 
Caſe of the Borough and County 4 the town of Poor RP. 
 titioners, Hon, Charles 2 ox and Jobn Williams, Eig. 
everal inbabitants and houſebolders (and alſo paying ſc: 
and bearing lot) within the borough and county of the toon 
of Poole. Sitting members, Sir Eyre Coote, 2 B. Jeſpud 
Manger, Eſq. * 
The only queſtion. in the caſe was, „Whether the 
right of election is in the burgeſſes of the borough exclu- 
fvely, or, in the inhabitants and houſeholders within the 
borough, paying ſcoe and bearing lot?” The ſheriff had re- 
jected moſe who tendered their votes as * 
27 . older 


13 1 
holders, and only admitted the votes of burzeſſes. It was 
admitted that the ſitting members had à majority of the let- 
ter; that if the former have a right to vote, there was a 
great majority in favour of the petitioners. 7 
When the Chairman deſired the clerk, as uſual, to read 
the laſt determination of the houſe on the rigbt of election, 
the counſel for the petitioners denied that there was any ro- 
ſolution in the Journals touching the right of election in this 
borough, which can be conſidered as a determination within 
the meaning. of the ſtatute,» The counfel for the fitting 
members ſaid, that ſuch a determination was to be found 
on the Journals of the gth of February, 1688-9. This 
entry was that «© on a petition of Thomas Chatter, Eſq. 
complaining that Sir Nathaniel Napper had been returned in 
prejudice te him, the committee reported to the Houle, that 
the matter in queſtion was, whether the right of election be 
in the mayor and burgeſſes only, or in the mayor, burgeſſes, 
and commonalty, who pay ſcot and-lot ? That it appeared to 
the committee by many parliament returns, which were pro- 
duced to the committee, that the right of election had an- 
ciently been in the mayor and burgeſſes only, except a return 
in the 18th year of King James the Firſt, wherein the come 
monalty are mentioned, with the mayor, aldermen, and bur- 
geſſes, in the indenture z but that indenture is ſealed with 
the common ſeal of the mayor, aldermen, and burgeſſes. That 
Sir Nathaniel Napper had 33 burgeſſes, and Mr. Chaffer but 
22 3 but of the commonalty, that Mr. Chaffer was allowed 
to have had the greater number; and that thereupon the com- 
mittee had agreed on two reſolves. 1. That it is the opinion 
of this committee, that the right of election of burgeſſes to 
ſerve in this preſent convention for the town and county of 
Poole, is in the mayor, burgeſſes, and commonalty of the 
ſaid town and county, who pay ſcot and lot. And 2. That 
Thomas Chaffer, Eſq. is duly elected. A debate aroſe in 
the- houſe on theſe reſolutions, and they diſagreed with the 
committee. It was urged on the one fide, that, this could 
not be a determination within the meaning of the ſtatute 
and after hearing the arguments on both ſides, the committee 
ordered the counſel to proceed, and give evidence of the right 
of election. The counfel for the petitioners endeavoured 
to prove, that the right extended to the inhabitants, — 
= | be 
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general principles of law, and from the hiſtory, conſtitution, I tend. 
and ancient uſage of the borough. The counſel for the fit. W by wi 
ting members broughit evidence alſo to prove, that it hal W mem 
been almoſt the invariable uſage of the borough to confine the W «+ th 


right of election to the burgeſſes. juror 
The Committee agreed to this, and declared the fitting that 
members to be duly elected. planz 


\ — 4c th 
Caſe of the Borough of PrTERSTIIID.—Petitioner, the M term 
Hon. Fobn Luttre J.— Sitting members, Sir Abrabam of th 

Hume, Bart. William Foliffe, Eſq. | T 

The petition ſet forth, that Sir Abraham Hume, Bart. W tory 
bigh ſheriff for the county of Hertford, and Mr. Joliffe, by of tt 
themſelves and their agents, were guilty of notorious bribery tion 
and corruption; that the turning officer acted partially and W. plac. 
unfairly in rejecting good and legal votes for the petitioner, Ml © cour 
and admitting bad ones for the fitting members, The laſt dene 
determination was on the qth May, 1727. 

The counſel for the petitioner argued on the firſt point, 
that Sir Abraham Hume, being high ſheriff of the county 


ue! 
of Hertford at the time of the election, was ineligible, and H Jo 
that notice thereof having been given to the returning officer, that 
and the electors, the votes were thrown away; the counſel lot- 


for the ſitting members argued, that the committee could 
not go into this point, becauſe there was no expreſs allegation Hor 
or complaint on that ſubject, in the petition; they ſaid that the the 
words “ high ſheriff of the county of. Hertford,” appeared in 
the petition merely as an addition or deſcriptio perſonæ. The the 
committee reſolved, that the counſel be © not permitted to 
argue the point of ineligibility-of Sir Abraham Hume, as high 
- theritf of the county of Hertfort, the ſame ineligibility not 
being an allegation in the petition.” They then proceeded hay 
to call witneſſes to prove the charge of bribery, but being * 
prevented from aſking queſtions that tended. to prove the de- 


chration of voters not on oath, the petitioners dropt the 
cauſe, and the fitting members were declared: duly elected. Ca; 
4 T 


Caſe of the Town and Port of Sz av ORD. Petitieners, Ste- 
pben Sayre, Eſz. and Fobn Chetwood, Eſg—Sittirg 
members, William Hall, Lord Viſcount Gage; George 


The 
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The petition ſet forth that many perſons duly qualified, 
tendered their votes for the petitioners, but were rejected; 
by which means there was procured a majority for the fitting 
members. The laſt determination was 1oth February, 1690-1, 
% that the committee were of, opinion, that the bailiff, 
jurors, and freemen, had not only voices · in election, but 
that the election was in the populacy. There is alſo an ex- 
planatory reſolution on the 15th December, 17613 reſdtved, 
«© that the word v populacy (mentioned in the above de- 


termination) extended only to the inhabitants, houſekeepers . 


of the ſaid town and port, paying ſcot and lot.“ 

The counſel for the petitioners argued, that the explana- 
tory reſolution of 1761, was inconſiſtent with the true ſenſe 
of the determination of 1670, which was the laſt determina- 
tion of the Houſe when the ſtatute of 2 Geo. II. cap. 24. took 

place, and therefore final to all intents and purpoſes. The 
counſel for the ſitting members objected to this being evi- 


dence to contradift the explanatory reſolution, and after 


hearing arguments on both fides, the committee by a ſpecial 


reſolution prevented them from producing evidence to call in. 


queſtion the ſaid explanatory reſolution. The counſel for 

the petitianers then proceeded. to ſhe w, that it is not neeeſſary 
that perſons, in order to anſwer the deſcription of ſcot and- 
lot-men, ſhould actually be rated to, and pay the poor tax; 
47 perſons, who tendered their votes at the poll for the peti- 
Honers were rejected, becauſe their names did not appear on 
the4aſt poor rate; theſe would have given the petitioners a 
majority. A great deal of evidence was brought to prove that 

theſe people were rateable, andthat they had been kept oft 
the books, merely for the purpoſe of the election. On the 
other hand it was argued, that if their was any irregularity 
vr injuſtice in the rating of the inhabitants, they ought to 
have had recourſe to the legal means of redreſs. 

The committee determined that the two fitting members 
were duly elected. ; | 
Caſe of the Town and County of the Town of SoUTHAMP» 

oN. Petitioners, certain inhabitants of the tegen Southamp- 

ter, in the intere of Lord Charles Montagu —Sitting 

member John Fleming, Eſq. © | 

The petition flated, taat tio the town of Southampton 
18 
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ii geverr ed by « mayor, and other officers, and has a ſper f 
of its own; «nd the fieriff of Hempſhire has no effcer toll gene, 
execute within the ſaid town, yet perſons having freehelei yas de 
within the ſald town, vote ig right of ſuch ſreeholds, for ad x 
knights-of the ſhire, or county at large; and ſeveral otheif chich 
circumſtanees ſerve to ſhew, tha: the ſaid town is till a part gnly e 
bol the county at large ; that Mr. Fleming was high ſherifff Tu. 
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of Hampſhirewhen he was returned as a burgeſs for South- don 41 
ampton; and therefore they prayed that the committee tit: 
would permit Lord Charles Montagu to take his ſeat inſteadMhad b 
of Mr. Fleming. , | | law tc 
The lat-determination of the houſe on the right of elec-M-ricy, 

tion in Southamptcn, was on the 17th of March, 1695.6. Th 
— the fole queſtion in this coſe, was the cireumſtance off ons w 
Mr-\Fieming's being high ſheriff. The counſel therefore tom « 
argued from te words in the writ; from the precedents oof the 
the j>urnale,” and the hiſtory of perliament z- and after hear-MWMyears 
ing the arguments cn both fides, the ovmmittee: reſolved, teen: 

© That it ie the opinion of this committee, that John Flem-Marigt 
ing, Eſq. [being ſheriff for Hampſhire at the time of the (Wing fi 

+ laſt gen ral election, was eligib e to ſerve in parliament ſor 2. 
the town of Southarfptun,” — After this queſitan. was de«ff aye © 
termined, the counſel for the petitioners ſaig, they would ad 
peove that the ſheriff of :e town in making out his precept Wie, 
to the returning officer, had omitted the N lum.“ tions 


The committee would not permit them to ge into this nen. 
point, 26 it was not alled, ei in the pe ien. The fitting ey 
member was tl ere fore confirmed in his ſet. eee 

a — — — K 
Caſe of the Trwn of SuRENSEVUEY.—Pelitieners, Willicen man- 

Fulteney, Eſq. certain burgeſſes and others, elece of tie i yornt 

zen of Shrewſbury. Sitting member, Charleton Leigt ton, W 

E . : 1 

115 petitioners ſet forth, that at the laſt election Robert 
Lord live, in the kingdom of Ir land, Cbarleton Leigh- 
ton, Eſq. and the petitioner, were, candidates; and that the 
mayot by admittirg votes for the two tormer, which ought 
to have been re)*Qed, and rtjeCting others for the petitioner 
which ougbt to kave been admitted, had ſtated a m-yority 
on the poll in favour of Lord Clive and Mr. Lej.hton, and 

had recurnes them, aithcugh the p:titioner would have bal 


a great 


L 0 
a great mejorĩaꝝ of legal votes, if juſtice had · ben done im. 
After the petition was preſented, 2 Clive's death hap- 
pened, but a new writ could not iſſus While the petition 
was depending. —Mr. Pulteney's petition was withdrawn, 
ind a new writ was iſſued.— The only petition theretore 
which remained, was that of the burgeſſes and cletors, who 
only complained of Mr. Leigh ton's election. 
The laſt determination of the houſe on the right of elec» 
tion in Shrewſbury, was on the gh of April-1723. _ 
cl Is elaſs of men who had tendered their ſuffrages, and 
df kad been , jected by the returning officer, were imtitled by 
law to vote, it was admitted that Mr. Pu'teney had a ma- 
-nv, and warduly elected. 
. Thecounſel for the petitioners contended, that the per- 
bas whoſe votes had been reje Ted, were intitled to their free- - 
ol dom under two immemorial cuſtoms. 1. That all paſons 
2 of the age of one and twenty, and who have ſerved a ſeven 
year# ap renticeſhip fo one of the trades which form four · 
„teen ancient companies by preſcrip'ion or incorporation, have 
"Wright to demand and be admit ed to- their freedom, on pay» 
el ing fi ve pounds and the uſual fees. 
Il - 2. That all perſons born within the borough, are, at the 
ne of one and twenty, intitled in like manner to demand 
ad be admitted to their freedom on the ſame terms, The 
WR, that the rejected voters came under theſe deſerip · 
ons, was admitted—and it was proved, that they had de- 
1 Wmanded this free dom à year before the eleftion—and that 
$ Withey had tendered their votes at the eleftiog—out the two 
tuſſoms were called in queſt on — B; a decifion of the Court 
King's Bench, one Baxter had ſued out a peremptory 
" WH mandamus, and was admitted to his freedom—but the cor- 
ration after that ceciſion, fill refuſed to admit the perſons 
„V»bho claimed under the cuſtoms. i 
The committee decided, that William Pulteney, Eſq. 
i was du'y elected, and ought to have been returned. 


CES 


© BW Caſe of the Borough of Sup y Petitioners, Sir Walden 

t . Hanmer, Bart. on ebalf of bimſelf and Sir Patrick Blake, 

, Bart. ( abſent in the iſland of St. Chriftopher's) certain 

j eleftors for the 2 of Sudbury .—Sitting member: 

Thomas Fonnereau, Eſq. Philip Champion Creſpigny« 

| The. petition ſet forth, that a great many legal voters, 
JT who 


- 


2 _ m. SHS 


- voted for them at the ele 


| 2 or taking the oath of freemen.” A great number 


[468 1 | ſtanee 


who'tendered their voices for Hanmer and Blake had beaff acquii 
rejected, although they had been for many years in the poſ 1772, 
ſeſſion and Exerciſe of their rights, to the knowledge of ti: intere 
mayor, and of Fonnereau, one of the ſitting members, in impor 
whoſe favour, and at whoſe requeſt, many of them had fre. by ar 
quently polled at former elections; that many whoſe claim fav 
ſtood in the ſame predicament had been admitted to vote for ney. 

the ſitting members; that others who were not legally quali. had n. 


es had alſo been admitted to vote for them; that the fair] the ſe 


myority of legal votes was in favour of the petitioners; butpermi 


that William Strutt, the mayor and returning officer, hadÞrights 


acted partially and corruptly before, and during the poll, andJeven \ 
had declared the fitting members duly elected, and had fei the co 
turned them; and that money was given by the fitting mem4dand it 
bers or their agents, by = of bribe or reward to perſons whaſin 174 

| ion. E | The 

The laſt determination of the Houſe on the right of elec On th 
tion was 6th December, 1703. At the opening of tha fore tl 
cauſe the counſel for the petitioners contended that the reſo from. 
lution of the 6th of December, 1703, was merely explana{clauſe 
tory of one of the 19th of January, 1702-3, in the follow4in the 
ing words, reſolved, '** that the ſons of freemen, born afteby the 
their fathers were made free, and thoſe that have ſerved ap4#be exc; 

8 in the borough of Sudbury, have a right to voti He hac 
Fa the election of members to ſerve in parliament for thifthe pe 
faid borough, without any admiſſion in form to their freeqplarm ' 
oters ' 
ioners 
The 
t was « 


perſons who tendered their ſuffrages for Hanmer and Blak 
at the election were rejected, becauſe they did not produc 
evidence of their admiſſions to their freedom, enrolled up 


ſtanips, in the books of the corporation. The committe@nittee 
directed the counſel for the petitioners to produce evidendÞir- Pa 
to ſhew by what right they rejected perſons claimed to vote ave be 
they then proceeded to ſhew, 1. That honorary freemen of In ot 
whom a great number had polled for the fitting member:Ment o- 
had ndright to vote. 2. That the perſons who had beeÞpinion 
rejected, becauſe they did not produce the enrollment of theireedon 
admiſſion upon ſtamps, had a fight to vote. And 3. 'ThiFiſed al 


the mayor's conduct had been ſuch as merited the cenſure ers of 
the Committee and the Houſe, On the firſt point thefyards b 
ſtated, that till the year 1772, there had hardly been an inFolled ( 
im” 5 7 705 tan$njoyed 


ſtanee of perſons admitted to their freedom without a: tity 


if acquired either by birth, ſervitude, or redemption, but in 
1772, the governing part of the corporation being in the 


NN intereſt of Mr, Fonnereau, made an entry in their books, 


importing that they had power to admit men claiming 
ff by any of the above titles, and alſo gratuitouſty or by 
nl favour, without any previous title or conſideration in mo- 
1 ney. 
i hag no right either by birth, ſervitude or redemption. 

iff the ſecond point, they ſaid it had been the conſtant uſage to 
{permit perſons having a title by birth to exerciſe all the 
rights of freemen without any enrollment upon flamps, and 
idJeven without amentry of their admiſſion in the books of 
e-|the corporation. At the election 388 had been rejected, 
n4and it appeared that of this number 26 voted in 1734: 83 


nol in 1747: 137 in May 1754: 187 in 1761 and 281 in 1768. 


The corporation had rejected them contrary to the uſage, 
c4On the third point, it was ſaid, that the lord mayor, juſt be- 
he fore the election, had a thouſand copies printed of an extract 
:4from the Durham act 3 George III. cap. 15, containing the 
a clauſe diſqualifying freemen admitted to their freedom with- 
in the year, and mentioning the penalty of 100l. inflicted 
y the ſtatute, if they ſhall preſume to vote, but remitting 
be exception in favour of perſons who have an inchoate titles. 
{He had himſelf cauſedtheſe papers to be diſtributed among 
he perſons claiming to be enrolled, —By this means an 
Plarm was ſpread, and proof was adduced, that many legal 

oters were deterred from giving their votes for: the peti- 
kPioners-on this account. | 4 . 
uc The counſel on both fides argued upon theſe points, and 
poſt wes clearty by an admiſſion of theſe facts, that the com- 
teSnittee at laſt decided that Sir William Hammer, bart. and 
ndÞir- Patrick Blake, bart. were duly elected and ought tor 
te have been returned. 
In order to do this it was only neceſſary, from the ſtate- 
nent of the caſe, and the evidence produced, to come to an 
pinion, „c that perſons who derived their claims to their 
reedom from the antecedent title of birth, who had exer- 
khaFiſed all the rights of freemen, and that of voting for mem- 
e ers of Parliament among the reſt, for twenty years and up- 
hefvards before the laſt election, who had demanded to be en- 
i"Folled (and offered to prove that at their birth their fathers 
joyed and exerciſed the rights and franchiſes of —_— 
ut 


ee 


he 


And the day after they admitted 170, of whom 130 


— 
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but were refuſed, had a right to vote, though they could 
not produce evidence of their admiffion upon ſtamps. 

The committee ſeverely reprimanded the mayor for his 
ecnduRt. : 
Caſe of the Borough of Tau ToN.---Petitioners, Alexander 

Popham, Eſq. and Jobs Ys Eſq. ſeveral inhabitant; 

and electort of the Borough of T auntun.——Sitting Members, 
the Henourable Edward Stratford, Nathaniel Webb, Eſq. 

The petitions, ſet forth, Ahe mayor as returning 
officer, had by unneceſſary adjournments protracted the poll 
from the 10th of October to the 18th, and that he had re- 
jected many legal votes tendered for the petitioners, and 
admitted many illegal votes for the fitting members. That 
the petitioners were duly elected by a great majority of 
legal votes, and ought to have been returned. That the 
| fitting members previous to, and during the election were 
| guilty of bribery and corruption, by themſelves and agents, 

| The laſt determination of the Houſe on the right of elec- 
tion, in Taunton, was on the 28th of July 1715. In Taun- 
| ton there is a clear diſtinction between alu and charity, 

- Mims means parochial collection, or pariſh relief. Chariiy 
Ggnifies ſums ariſing from the revenue of certain ſpecific 


funds which have been eſtabliſhed or bequeathed for the. 


urpoſe of aſſiſting the poor. Neither alms nor charity 
diſqualify an eleor in Taunton, unleſs they have been re- 
ceived within a year before the election. It was agreed 
that a potwaller is a rares who furniſhes his own diet, 
whether he be a houſeholder, or only a lodger; and it was 
agreed that to be a potwaller, he muſt have a refdence, and 
legal parochial ſettlement in the borough. The counſel 
| for the petitioners ſaid that the Journals of the Houſe have 
| recognized that apprentices cannot be potwallers qualified to 
vote. The numbers on the poll, as produced by the retur- 
ning officer, were as follows 
For Webb, — 260 
Stratford, — 254 
| Halliday, — 202 
Popham — 201 | 
The counſel for the petitioners propoſed to diſqualify 
114 as having received the town charity, 
2 33 having received the churchwarden's charity, 
3 as Chelſea penſioners, 


39 at net having ſettlements in Taynton, 


20 


111 
2 or 3 48 certificate men, 
2 as avprentices, 
2 as bribery agents. 


— — 


144 > 
And at the ſame time they faid they woyld prove the 
charge of bribery, In the courſe of the cavſe it was fet> 
tled that Chelfea penſioners might vote. It was agreed on 
boch ſides, that by the le loci certificate-men cannot vote 
for this Borough. The counſel for the fitting members 
propoſed to diſqualify 31 of the petitioners votes on ſome 
clear 'grounds, and to recriminate the charge of bribery. 
After a very long inveſtigation the committee determined 
that John Halliday, Eſe. and Alexander Popham, Efq.' 
were duly elected, and ought to have been returned. | 


The Cafe of the City and Liberty of WzSTMINSTER— 
Peaittners, Henry Morres, Lord Viſcount Mountmorres in t bo 
Kingd:m of Ireland, and ſeveral other Inbabitants, Electers 
ef the City and Liberty of Weſtminſter, 

he petition ſets forth, that at the late Election the pe- 
titioners, Lord Mountmorres, Charles Stanhope, commonly 
called Lord Viſcount Mahon, Hugh Percy, commonly called 

Eart Percy, Thomas Pelham Clinton, commonly called Lord 

Thomas Pelham Clinton, and Humphrey Cotes, eſq, being 

candidates, the King's menial ſervants, not having proper 

houſes of their own within the city of Weſtminſter, gave 
voices in the ſaid election, contrary to an expreſs reſolution. 

AM the Houſe, © 15th Nov. 1680, Reſolved, that the 

King's menial ſervanrs not having proper houſes of their 

own within the city of Weſtminſter, have not right to give 

voices in the election of citizens to ſerve in Parliament for 
the ſaid city,” It alſo ſtated that divers peers and lords of 
parliament publickly canvaſſed and otherwiſe, unduly inter- 
fered in the election, contrary to ſeveral expreſs reſolutions 
of the Houſe; that during the election, after the teſte and 
iſſuing out of the writ, Lord Percy and Lord Thomas Pel- 
bam Clinton by themſelves or agents, were guilty of bribiug, 
corrupting and entertaining the voters. 

There is no general determination of the Houſe, of the 
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| right of election in Weſtminſter; but it ſeems to be agreed 
tobe © In the inhabitants, houſeholders, paying ſcot Ind lot. 


K 2 | 
1 | 


The 


* 
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The numbers an the poll ſtood thus: 
For Earl Percy 4994 
Lord Thomas Pelham Clinton 4744 


Fo % ww 


Lord Mountmorres 2531 
Lord Mahon 2342 
Humphrey Cotes, eſq. 130 


It was proved that about nineteen perſens under the de- 
Feription of the reſolution of 1680, had polled for the ſitting 
members. They were inhabitants of the Mews, and their 
Houſes had of late, for the firſt time, been rated to the pariſh; 
on which account they claimed to be electors; but they ac- 
knowledged that their rates were paid by the King.—They 
had all been ſolicited for their votes by Lord Mountmorres 
and Lord Mahon. There was no poſitive proof of any direct 
ſolicitation of any peers, though there was ſtrong preſump- 
tive proof: nor was there any evidence of bribery that came 
home to the fitting members. 

The committee therefore declared Earl Percy and Lord 
Thomas Pelham Clinton to be duly elected. 


Cafe for the City of WorctsTErR.—Petitioner, Sir Watlia 
Lewe, Knight. —Sitting Members, Jebn Walſh, ejq- 
* Thomas Bates Raus, eſq. ; 

The objects of the petitioner were I. To prove that bri- 
| bery had deen committed by the fitting members or their 
agents, and thereby to make the election void, as to them. 
II. To diſqualify ſuch a number of voters for the fitting 
members, and to add ſuch a number to the poll for the peti- 
tioner, as to leave a majority in his favour, and entitle him, 
to be declared duly elected. III. To induce the committee 
to make a {ſpecial report to the Houſe of the -various mat- 
ters particularly alledged in the petition againſt the fitting 
members, the corporation, the returning officer, a peer 
whoſe influence and interference was complained of, and the 
corrupted voters, On the firſt head witneſſes were called, 
who ſwore to poſitive acts of bribery and promiſes by Mr. 
Walſh himſelf and by his agents. In anſwer to this, evi- 


dence was called on the other fide, who poſitively contra- 
dicted the facts alledged, and in ſome inſtances the perſons 
who were ſaid to have given or to have received bribes per- 
fiſted in denying the acts of bribery when confronted with 
the witneſſes on the other fide.—On the ſecond point the 


counſel for the petitioner ſtated that a great number, con- 
Nitutirg 


11 
Kituting the 3 the SR had been procured by pro- 
miſes and by money—and in particular upwards of 300 con- 
ſtables were ſworn in, and recieved money from the chamber- 
lain the day before the election, who all voted for the ſitting 
members, and many witneſſes proved that offers were _ 
to others to make them conſtables, if they would vote for 
the fitting members. Typ this it was anſwered, that the pe- 
titioner had given riſe to apprehenſions by his conduct, that 
; the election would be riotous, and therefore the corporation 
" BY had wiſely increaſed the number of conſtables. 19 voters 
| I were given up by the fitting members, becauſe their names 
were not to be found in the corporation books. On the 
third point there was nothing material infiſted upon The 
council for the fitting members objected to going iato evi- 
dence on theimproper interference of the peer, as the com- 
mittee of privileges appointed annually, was the proper place 
for ſuch a complaint. A 
The committee determined, that the two fitting mem- 
bers were duly elected. | 


Caſe of the Borough of CARDIGAN, and its contributary Bo- 
roug bs. —Petitioners, Thomas Johnes the y-unger, eſq.—Se- 
J veral Burgeſſes of the Boroughs of Cardigan, Aberiſtwith, | 
and Lampeter. —Sitting Member, ir Robert Smyth, bart. 
The petition ſtated that Thomas Colby, eſq. the returning 
officer permitted a great number of” perſons to poll for Sir 
| Robert Smyth, who had no legal right to vote, and rejected 
de votes of divers others duly qualified, who offered to poll 
| for Mr. Johnes, and was guilty of many other notorious acts 
of partiality and injuſtice. The laßt determination of the 


- right of election was on the 7th of May, 1730. —Burgeſſes 
| are admitted into theſe boroughs without any particular qua- 
K lification, and as all burgeſſes, whether reſident or not, have 
„night to vote, it has been uſual, previous to an election, to 


| admit great numbers. Above 4000 were admitted at Car- 
' Ml digan alone, between the beginning of the year 1774 and 
the laſt election. Their votes, however, were not good on 
account of their occaſionality. It had been uſual before 
1765 to give to each burg ſs a docket of bis a imiſſion, writ- 
ten on a ſlip of ſtamped parchment, and ſigned by the Mayor 
aud, Town Clerk,—Since 1765, in conſequence of the 
change then introduced in the law on this ſub ect, a ſtamped 
K 3 ö beok 
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deck dar been kept, in which the town clerk orders the 
names of the new burgeſſes, 

At the election the mayor laid down a ruls, dc that he 
would admit every perſon to poll who would ſay he was a 
burgeſs uf one of the four boroughs, and had polled at a 
former election.“ Mr. Johnes' managers objected to this, 
and inſiſted that none ſhould be admitted to vote who did 
not produce entries of their admiſſions on ſtamps, if admit- 
ted fince 176 5, or ſtamped dockets if made free prior to that 
time. Notwithſtanding this, however, all voters who came 
r Sir Robert Smyth, were admitted to vote without any 
inveſtigation of their titles, but the admiſſions of all thoſe 
who voted for Johnes were produced and inquired into, 
About 249 of Sir Robert's voters declared at the poll that 
they had no admiſſions to produce, and about 134 ſaid they 
never had any admiſſions. In the courſe of the proceeding 
before the committee, it was agreed that the agents of both 
parties ſhould examine the poll for Sir Robert Smyth, with 
the books of the corporation. In conſequence of their 
Joint examination, it was agreed that of the votes for the 
Metin members, 

LA certain number was not to be found at all in the hooks, 

5 That the names of à certain number were in the 
books, but that the deſcriptions ek thoſe names in the 
books, and on the poll were nat the 

3: That a certain number were only found in a liſt, writ- 
ten in a book called the council-book, 

4+ That the admiſſions of a certain number were entered 
on ſtamps during the poll. 

5. That the admiſſions of others were entered on ſtamps 
after the poll. 

6. And of others within a year before the election. 

7. That the entries reſpecting a certain number in the 
corporation books, and on the poll, agreed both in the 
names and deſcription. 

The firſt claſs were given up by the counſel for the ſitting 

member, On the ſecond point the committee determined, 
es that the counſel for the petitioners ſhould make their ob- 
jections to each individual vote; and that when the deſcrip- 
tion in the books ſhould appear to differ from the deſcrip- 
tion on the poll, it was incumbent. on the counſel, for the 
fitting member to remove the objections, ſo as to reeoncile 


the difference. on the third queflion, a deal of evidence 
was 


* 
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was produced, te prove that the liſt was vague and unau- 
thentic. That it was made in 1741, before an election, for 
the purpoſe of ſerving the interefl of a Mr. Lloyd, and that 
the names contained in it had not been ſhewn to be taken 
from preſentments enrolled in the leet-books, The com- 
mittee determined, „that the leet of 1741, as entered in 
the council- book, was not admiſſible as evidence ! On the 
fourth queſtion, the committee reſolved, “ that the voters 
whoſe admiſſions were ſtamped during the poll, prior to their 
voting; are to be admitted as legal voters at this election 
The parties were to underſtand, that this reſolution goes 
merely to the legality of ſtamping the admiſſions during the 
poll, before the voters had polled, and not to any other right 
whatſoever.” On the fifth point, the committee. reſolved, 
£ that perſons, whoſe admiflions were ſtamped after their 
votes were given, were not to be allowed as legal voters at 
the laſt election.“ On the fixth queſtion, the committee 
reſolved, © that it is not neceſſary by the ſtatute of 3 George 
HI. for freemen, whoſe right, in every other reſpect, is 
complete a year before an election, to have their admiſe 
fions entered on ſtamps twelve Kalendar months before, in 
order to qualify them to vote at ſuch election.“ On the 
. ſeventh queſtion, the council for the petitioners contended, 
hat as there were ſo many perſons of the ſame name in 
Wales, and as Mr, Johnes's agents were not ſuffered to en- 
quire into the identity of theſe voters during the poll, it 
was now the buſineſs of the counſel for the fitting member 
to prove their identity. The committee, however, deter- 
mined, that the onus of diſproving the identity of the per- 
ſons lay upon the counſel for the petitioners,” In conſe- 
guence of theſe reſolutions of the committee, liſts were pre- 
pared by the agents on each fide, of the number of voters 
which were thereby diſqualified, and the counſel for Sir 
Robert Smyth admitted, that as the poll then ſtood, there 
was a majority of fifty-eight in favour of Mr. Jobnes. ; 
Upon this, Smyth's counſel endeavoured, by evidence, to 
thew, that there was the greateſt reaſon tq believe, that 
many who had voted for Johnes, were not the perſons who 
bad really been admitted, but that they were men who hall | 
falſely perſonated thoſe who were entitled to vote. On this, | 
the committee reſolved, © that as the identity of Mr. 
Johnes's voters had been ſerutinized at the poll, it was not 
b in- 
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* Inenmbent on his counſel to identify them before the eom- 

The committee then determined, that Thomas Johnes, 
the younger, Eſg. was duly elected, and ought to have 
been returned. — — 

The Caſe 2 Borough of NRW] RADNOoR, and its Contri- 
 butary Boroughs in the County of RaDnom. Petitioners, 
Edward Lewis, efſq. ſeveral Burgeſſes . rhe Borough of 

NW Ravpxor, and its Contributary Boroughs itting 

member, Job Lewis, Eſq. | 

Both the petitions contained a general allegation, that 

Edward Lewis, Eſq. the petitioner, had a great majority of 

legal votes and was duly elected. 

The laſt determination of the Houſe on the right of elec- 
tion was on the 12th of November, 1690.— The counſei: 
for the petitioner inſiſted that by the word Burgeſſes, « Is 
meant all burgeſſes whether reſident or non-refident ; and 
that by the ſtanding order of 1735, the counſel for the fir- 
ting member were not at liberty to go into any proof to the 
contrary. The counſel on the other fide contended that by 
the ſtanding order, the Houſe rould never intend to prohi- 
bit the explanation of ambiguous or equivocal words; they 
ſaid they only meant to ſhew that the Houſe muſt have un- 
derftood in this inſtance, not « Burgeſſes at large,” but 

4% Burgeſſes inhabitants.” — The committee were of opinion 
that they were not precluded by the ſtanding order from re- 
ceiving ſuch explanation.---Aſter having heard the argu- 
muents of the-counſel, and read the various determinations 
of the Houſe on the Welch boroughs, the committee re- 
ſolved that out-burgefles as well as inhabitants, were intit- 
led by the determination of the Houſe to vote, and they 
thereſore declared that Edward Lewis, Eſq. the petitioner, 
was duly elected, and ought to have been returned. 
Caſe of the County of CL acxmANNAN.A Petitioner James 

Francis Eine, Eſq.---Sitting member Ralph Abercrombie, 

jun. Ee. 
The Hein ſet forth that the ſitting member was ab- 
ſolutely diſqualified and ineligible; that the petitioner had 
a majority of legal votes; and that the return of the fitting 
member was brought about by various illegal and un war- 
rantable acts and proceedings.---The counſel for the peti- 
tioner argued, that the fitting member ought to have given 
in a particular of his eftate to the clerk of the —_— 
| within 


of the fitting member under all the circumſtances of the 


| Caſe of the County of Fre n.—Petitioner, Jobn Henderſon, 


jected to by the petitioner, were thofe of Hugh Dalrymple, 
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within 15 days after the petition was read, according to the 
ſtanding order, —It was either proved or admitted that Mr, 
Abercrombie had ſtood on the frecholders roll of Clack- 
mannanſhire even ſince 1759 ; but the petitioner objected 
to him on account of an alteration of circumflances—four 
months'had elapſed and no complaint had been made to the 
court of ſeſſion. The counſel for the fitting member con- 
tended, that now all the qualification neceſary to be pro- 
duced by him was his name on the roll.— That the Houſe 
fince the 16th of George the Second, had no juriſdiction 
with regard to the right of freeholders to ſtand on the roll, 
—— the complaint is directed to be made to the court of 

ſſion. 
The committee were of opinion that they were bound 
by the ſtatute of George the ſecond; that the enrollment 


caſe, was a ſufficient anſwer to the petitioner's demand of 
his qualification; and that no other evidence ſhould be 
called on the head of his qualification.—After this the pe- 
titioner informed them that he would not give them any 
further trouble—They therefore determined that the fitting 
member was duly elected. 


Eſq. —Sitting Member, James Townfhend Oſwald, Eſq: 

A for Mr. Oſwald — — for dhe ed. 
tioner 61.— The counſel for the petitioner propoſed to ob- 
ject to two of the votes for the ſitting member, and bis 
counſel again to one of the petitioner's.— The votes ob- 


and William Melvil, Eſqrs. They contended that the eſtate 
of Mr. Dalrymple was a redeemable right, not within the 
exception of the ſtatute of 12 Anne, and therefore deprived 
of the right of voting. Mr. Melvil, they contended that 
he had no right to vote, as he was denuded of the title 
upon which he ſtood upon the roll; his wife in whoſe right 
he ſtood, having diſpoſed her eſtate to her ſon "Captain 
Graham.—Aft:r hearing the arguments on both fides, the 
committee informed the counſel that they were of opinion, 
that Hugh Dalrymple, Eſq. of Fordell, and William Mebvill, 
Eſq. ef Griegſten, had a right to vote at the laſt election of 
member to ſerve in parliament for the county of Fife. 

Upon which the fitting member was declared to be duly 


elected. 
| Caſe 


. | 
"the County of Laxunx.— Petitioner, Daniel Campbell 
3 — ember, Andrew Stuart, Eig. 3 
Ide petition ſet forth that Mr. Stuart at 4 time of the 
election was ineligible, and that the petitioner had the ma- 
Jority of legal votes, and was duly elected. The counſel 
for the petitioner ſtated, that Mr. Stuart at the time of the 
election, held the office of joint king's remembrancer, in 
the court of exchequer in Scotland; which they ſaid was 
an office of profit under the crown, erected fince the 25th 
of October, 1705. The counſcl tor Mr. Stuart denied * 
be held the office at the time of his election.— On this a 
copy of the king's commiſſioner, under the union ſeal, 
bearing date the 25th of January, 1771, granting the place 
to Mr. Stewart, and Mr. Warrander jointly, was read. The 
counſel- for Mr. Stewart then called ſeveral gentlemen to 
— that he had reſigned the office previous to the election. 
e had given by the hands of the ſolicitor- general, his re- 
ſignation to the ſecretary of the treaſury, but nothing had 
been done in it. 
The committee reſolved, © That it is the opinion of the 
committee, that Andrew Stuart, Eſq. by the inſtrument of 
reſignation executed at Edinburgh, on the 18th of October, 
1774; and delivered to Mr, Cooper on the 25th of the ſame 
month, was at the time of his election diveſted of the 
office of king's remembrancer in the court of exchequer, in 
Scotland.” This reſolution of courſe put an end to the 
eauſe, and the fitting member was declared duly elected. 
Caſe of the Diſtritt of Nox Ty Bxxwick, HavoinGToN, 
— — ==, and Dynz a Rr. —Peritiozers, Sir 
Alexander Gilmour, Bart? Andrew Dickſon, Eſq. conſtitu- 
en Members of the Town Council of the Boreugh of Hadding- 
ton, at Michaelmas, 1774; The Magiſtrates and Town 
Council of North Berwick; The Provoſt, wn; * 41 ard 
Council of the Borough of Dunbar. —Sitting » The 
Hon. Jobn Maitland. | 
The petitions ſet forth that at the election at North Ber- 
wick, the preſiding borough commiſſions were produced 
in favour of perſons named as delegates for the ſeveral bo- 
roughs;z and David Kinloch, Eſq. appeared, and claimed a 
vote, as having been the perſon duly elected delegate for the 
borough of Haddington; though à commiſſion had been 
made out in favour of Robert Burton, Eſq. provoſt of Mad- 
dington, and accordingly he gave his vote at the election 
7 = 4 under 
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under proteft, - That 4. 4 . 133 commitſio 
from the boroughs Haddington, Lauder, and Jedburgh, 
voted for the Hon. john Maitland, clerk of the pipe in the 
court of exchequer, in Scotland; and the delegates from 
North Berwick and Dunbar, voted for Sir Alexander Gil- 
mour. That Mr. Maitland was ineligible, on account 
of his office which had been created ſince the 25th of Octo- 
ber, 1705:—That beſides this, the two commiſſions for the 
boroughs of Haddington and Jedburgh, had been granted 
by perſons who were by law incapable of electing a dele- 
gate, having no right themſelves to the offices they aſſumed 
in the ſaid borough; and that the ſaid commiſſions were 
procured by bribery, &c, From this ſtate of the allegations 
it appeared, that the two general queſtions in the caſe were 
1. Whether Mr. Maitland was eligible ? 2. Whether he, or 
Sir Alexander Gilmour had the majority of legal votes. Af- 
ter hearing the arguments of counſel on both ſides, the com- 
mittee determined on the firſt point, That the Hon. ſohn 
Maitland, was eligible to ſerve in parliament, notwithſtand= 
ing his being in poſſeſſion of the office of clerk of the pipe, 
in the exchequer of Scotland, at the time of his election.“ 

On the ſecond point, the counſel for the petitioners ar- 
gued, that the commiſfions from the boroughs of Hadding- 
ton and ſedburgh were illegal, becauſe the magiſtrates 'of 
theſe boroughs had not been duly choſen.—By the gth fec- 
tion of the ſecond of George II. cap. 24. lit is enaQt 
« That the ſaid ſtatute ſhall be openly read at the annual 
election of magiſtrates and town-counſellors, for every bo- 
rough within that part of Great Britain called Scotland.” 
This proviſion was not complied with at the laſt annuat 
election of magiſtrates for theſe boroughs, and therefore the 
election was void, and conſequenly their future election of 
delegates, To this it was anſwered that this ſtatute ws 
merely directory, and that it never was read upleſs upon 
there queſt of a member of the counſel, This point was 
therefore dropped; but another obje ction was ſtarted agent 
the magiſtracy of Jedburgh, becauſe in their laſt election 
had departed from the ſett, in not purging the council tiff 
ſome days after the election; but they were not able to prove” 
from the uſage, that there was any illegal irregularity in the 
proceeding. 

The Committee declared the fitting member to be duly" 
elected. bd » 
EY Cofe 
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| Cafe of the Diftrif? of [, #20 WnrfinG6nn, Nrw. 
. GALLOWAY, and STRANRAER.—Petitioner, Henry 

V. Daſhwood, Eſq.—Sitting Member, William Norton, Eſq, 
The petition ſtated that the delegates for the boroughs of 
Wigtown, Whitehorn, and Stranraer, met at New Gallo 
way, the preſiding borough, and that Alexander Ferguſon 
Eſq. choſen and appointed delegate for the borough of Ne 
Galloway, abſented himſelf from the ſaid election, having 
pretended to reſign the office of delegate. That John 
Newall, Eſq. pretending to have been duly choſen delegate 
for the ſaid borough of New Galloway, upon ſuch pretended 
refignation of the ſaid Alexander Ferguſon, was admitted to 
vote, and accordingly did vote for the the fitting Member,— 
Nut the petitioner having had the votes of Wigtown and 
Whitehorn, and Mr. Norton the legal vote of Stranraer 
only, h ereby a majority of legal votes, and ought to have 
been returned, 

There were two queſtions in this caſe, 1. Whether Mr. 
Newall was duly choſen a delegate for the borough of New 
Galloway, and was capable of voting: and 2. Whether a 
perſon, not a burgeſs of any one of the boroughs compoſing 
a diſtrift, is capable of being elected a burgeſs to ſerve in 
parliaments Mr. Daſhwood was not a burgeſs of either 
the four boroughs, and tbis objection was taken to his ell, 
bility by the counſel for the fitting member. 

On the firſt point it was ſtated, that Mr. Ferguſon W. 
duly choſen the delegate of New Galloway, agreeable to. 
ſtatute; but on the morning of the day of election, a lette 
was preſented to the council of New io. from Mr, 


Ferguſon, in which he refigned his commiſſion. The coun 
cil inmediately proceeded to the choice lf another delegate 
and the ſame people choſe Mr, Newall.— But the ſtatute ſays 
that two- days ſhould intervene between the meeting. for 
naming the day of election, and the day of election. The) 
urged that Mr. Ferguſon could not refign, nor the counei 
choſe another, he was funum officio. Upon the ſecond 
point it was urged that there was not any pofitive and dired 
Katute, which enjoined that the burgeſſes for the royal bo 
roughs ſhould be actual burgeſſes in the diſtrict. It was thi 
uſage indeed that they ſhould be honorary, but honorary bur 
geſſes can act in no corporate capacity, and are merely nomi 
nal. The committee determined that Henty Watkin Daſh 


wood, Eſq. was duly elected. 
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